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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Galli 

NYCAL 
(Hei tler, J .) 

Index No: 11 1.436198 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU. LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 

___+r* - 1 - 1  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

I 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard Galli 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1049/98 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

SO ORDERED, 

UEC 01  2011 



CHARLES NELSON RODRIGUEZ, SR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLrVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
______r________l______________r_________-"-"-------------------------- X 

~ 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED. that won notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

K ~ ~ ~ E R - U U ~ - ~ ~ I V ~ ~ ' ~ ~ E ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  +e same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
4 



JOHN R. CINATTI, 
P 1 ain ti ff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST INC. et al., 
Defendants. 

X ____________r_r-_______________________I-----------"-----------"l---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants HATZEL & BUEHLER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Kevin M. Berry, Esq. 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & 

b. breebel, ESq 

Attornev for Plaintiff Attorney tor Uetendsu 
COZEN O'CONNOR 

- It ,. - -  
110 Wiiliam Street, 26" Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3091 

Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16* Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

' (212) 509-9400 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherr$&in Heitler 

NEWYORK-WWNTOWN\2403111\1 193328.000 



JOHN O'LEARY, 
P 1 ainti ff, NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

ABB LUMMUS CREST INC. et al., 
Defendants, 

X _______--I________________1___1____1___1----------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant HATZEL & BUEHLER with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendants HATZEL & BUEHLER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York + -. 

/------ 

COZEN O'CONNOR 
Attorney for Defendant 
Hatzel & Buehler 
45 Broadway, 16th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
110 William Street, 26* Floor 
New York, NY 10038-3091 
(212) 267-3828 

(2 12) 509-9400 -w 
SO ORDERED, 

NEWYORK-DOWNTOWNV403 I12\1 193328.000 

DEC 0 12011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113069/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rGquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,! 
8 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

700 Broadway &ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

DEC 2 2  202' 
c L E ~ ~ s  OfFIcE Harrison, New York 10528 

(Q12) 661-1151 

(I ,,,/ , I/. ", *_" . v , , , #  

..._C *. ~ _,+ * > _*w**.. *-* 1.4 -*-UP* .-* * I C  1 "  r -..I--* * * n * u r - - l M m h . w ~ ~ - . . I  

J.S.C. 
GEC Q 3: 2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDIER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ICEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-3 201 I 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 

iF , E 
7Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York 100 3 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway BELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 DEC 2 2 2011 
I 4(212) 661-1151 

COUNTY CLFRKS OFFICE 
RK 

DEC 0 1  2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

NO OPPMION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ICEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby reqilcsts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New york, New York 

jZl?E7%+ Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti# 

New York, New York 1000 

\2 .OS ,201 1 

MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant ' I L E D 500MamaroneckAvenue (2 12)558-5500 1 ,  

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
~OMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
DEC 2 2 2011 (212)661-iisi 

I 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCP 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N e  1048/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rZquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

DEC 0 12011 
J.S.C. 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby reqtmkts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

4 

Oli!DEMB, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 500 

Om-OLIVER BOILER 

DEC 2 2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Hadson, New York 10528 

COuNw CLERK'S OFFIm2) 661-1151 
F 

N E W Y W  
nrt, Cr 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

A\ 
Index N e  08669100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DE, 2 2 2011 COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 5Q0 Mamaroneck Avenue 

COUNTY (;~t-i{i.',S OFFICE H,arrison, New York 10528 



FRANK SKRABACZ and MARTHA F, SKRABACZ 

Plaintiffj 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et 81. 

NYCAL 
LA,$. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 190400/2010 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DQRR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumimry judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant ~ L E R - D O R ~ - O L l V E R  BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and tlim being no opposition thereto, 

ORLlEREB, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

h prejudice KEELER-DORR-0 ER COMPANY. be and-rhe sama ai3 hereby disinis 
* T3- - 

Attortrep for Pinintiff 
700 Broadway R-OLIKE% BOILER 
New Yo&, New York 10003 

Atforttqs for Deferidiitif 

(2 12)s58-s500 

SO ORDERED: 



1 

FRANK SKRABACZ and MARTHA F. SKRABACZ 

Plaintiff, 

-agBins t- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER CCMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
LA& Part 30 
(Haitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

087753l1994 

NO OPPOSITION 
SU-Y 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION ANTI 

DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPAW hereby requests 

sutllmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CivB Practice! Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIV BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEIZED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross-claiins against defendant 

700 Broadway KBE&ER-DORR*OLIVER BOILER 
New Yo&, New Yark 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
NELTrison, Nsw York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 6.l ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 122205/99 

Richard J. Potter 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. : F I L E D  : 
Dated: New York New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2  zfll1 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

__" . 

SO ORDERED, 



1 ,  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH G. KING AND MARIA KING, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125767199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. .’* I 

,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 

WNTY 
N 

I 

Tishmk Liquidating Coy.  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26048 



. 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125767/99 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH G. KING AND MARIA KING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 
DEC 2 2 20:1 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph G. King and Maria King 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, fj 9 2011 

2571 -841 



F 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125767199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH G. KING AND MARIA KING, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 9 2011 324-51 12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125767199 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH G. KING AND MARIA KING, 

P1 aint i ffs ~ i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

! F I L E D  T 
,2011 

Courter-& cohipany, Inc. Joseph G. King Sr. and Maria Ring\ 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

112249178 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 125767199 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH G. KING AND MARIA KING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

c REG 2 2  ZOtl 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-18644 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alfred Papantonio 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 125871/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE$ defendant CertainTeed Corparation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(2 12) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Warren H. McNally 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 120250/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

\ \ I ,  

Judith A. Yavitz, 
DARGER E 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
11'6 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

./Craig Blau, Esq. 
E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 452-5300 

4 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alfred Papantonio 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 125871/99 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. Yavitz, Es&Craig Blau, Esq. 
ER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
ys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
st 27th Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 DEI: 2 2 2011 NewYork,NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12)1452-5300 

COLIN FY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

__*_.. 

SO ORDERED, 



ALFRED PAPANTONIO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff? JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLNER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _l"~___"rr__________________________r___--------- - - - - - -~~~~~~~"~~-~---  

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintifs 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 NEW y~~~ 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

SO ORDERED: 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

CQUNn CLERKS  OFF^^^^ 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. DEC 0 1 2011 



DOMINIC MICKEY LATTUCA 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
_____"_______"______l________________l__-------"---------------------- X 

WHEMFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the 3ame are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Rodrigo&maid, Jr., E& 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintijf 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER E OILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

01  2011 

i 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103278199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

% Paul MARTN Josephs, GOODMAN, E LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10 F I L E D  03 
700 Broadway 

(2 12)55 8-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 7 COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 DEC 2 2 2011 

4 (212) 661-1153 
FFICE i 

SO ORDERED: 4 

DEC 01  2011 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCA 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102939199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I '  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
13 , Qs';2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700Broadway 
New York, New York 10 03 
(2 12)55 8-55 00 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 7 Attorneys for Defendant 
f 1 L E D j ~EELER-DORR-OLIVERBOILER 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue ' Harrison, New York 10528 

DEC 2 2  20'' 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113378199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby reqoests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32I2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER C O M P W ,  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

** ,?I 
11 .@\2011 4 - y  

? * y  .I " +&A%- Q., a*id 

j' 
8 

A"&%>* -1 z 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 500MamaroneckAvenue 

Harrison, New York 10528 ' 
CWMWCLERWS WRCE ( 212) 661-1151 

..-- 
~~~~ 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X ____-_________-_______I_________________ 

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X _______-_____-________ l______r________ l_  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler I J ) 

Index No. : 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 

NATIONAL GRID, Q . ,  

WHEREFORE, defendant, 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID" ) , 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing pl.air , t if  f s '  complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED I that upon not'ice to all 
~ . --. 

co-defendants, all claims and 

.. . 
~ _ "  - 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, N? 1 
(212) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0 F q  L E D 

f o r  De fendan t  
GRID GENERA'I 'ION LLC 

rooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

flEC 2 2 2011 
SO ORDERED, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
+*- -.w. 

7 
4 

1 

d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH QUINN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

- -- 

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
4New York, NY 10022 

Hon. S h e r r w e i n  Hc 

.2) 6 5 1 9 0  



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

. WHEREFURE, defendant KEBLER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DOTCR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being ho opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendaxit 

KEELER-DORRXILWER,BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 OEc ’ 500 hlamaroneck Avenue 

GOODMAN, LLP. 

COMPANY 

O?F\&son, New York 10528 
TY CLERKS (212) 661-1151 

GOUN NE\NYoR\( _- w 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, 5.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
0RX)ER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rtquests , 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED; that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: NewXork, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway KEBLBR-DURR-OLIVER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

NEW YORK (212) 661-1151 

BOIL 

- 

ER 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MO‘ITION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
__________-______-__--~-----------------------”----------------------- X 

E D  
Attorneys, for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10903 , C O “ N . I W ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ O F F I C E  COMPANY 

NmwMFcc 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

-- Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

i (2 12)558-5500 

A*” -cu-*ulrrr, OEC 0 1  -___I 2011 I I I -,<A*---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

disiiiissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 



JOHN KEPTNER (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

mELER-DORR- 

WHEREFOE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

surnmry judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

.. ' 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 

New York, New York 1 



TMc:CC(,jpk) 
I0/20/11 

SUPWME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

JOSEPH KING 

I 
1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Tnc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Ediso p y of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without F I L E D ;  costs. 

7 DEC 2 2 20fS Dated: New York, New York 

New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-6479-00 

. -*I**, " 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
IndexNo.: 1 @ 

JOSEPH KWG, SR., 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants e 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled' case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain 

to either party.' 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No. 105455/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

JOSEPH KING, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION : SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

/ MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued herein as Peerless 

Heater Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
4 ., " -. 

I -  

--- 

" I  costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. Joseph King 

77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

LEWIS BR~SBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

."V 1 

SO ORDERED, 
~ * h  

4853-2415-3869. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Patricia E. Schmidt and Robert Schmidt, 
! Index No. 104 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. individually and incorrectly sued herein 

as Peerless Heater Co. Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pwsuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, 

Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendwts, all claims and cross claims against 

without defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice . > ,  and " .. I -utF 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 
\A \-l \ I\ J 

COUNTY CLERKS 
%T,& 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc, 
LEWIS BRISBOIS B~SGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Patricia and Robert 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 

, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

*" " >  " *  SO ORDERED, 

4853-2415-3869.1 
l jEC 0 1  2011 



4- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 
X __________~~___---~-____________fl___fr_~-~~~-------------------------- 

This document relates to: 
MARIA KING, as Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH 
KING, SR. and MARIA KING, Individually NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 
- . . - - .- -.,- -.. ~ -..-_- - ANT ~ 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff( s) , JUDGMENT 

E - D O R R -  
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, defbdant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that 'upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
._. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
$'MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for PLaintifl ttorneysfor Defendant 
700 Broadway ~ ; F I L E D ~ '  KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 ? COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 Dtb 2 2 2011 $00 Mamaroneck Avenue 

I 4 Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

. _ . .  
* , I  

. 9- 

so om 
' ' f  

J.S.C. KC o 1 roii 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYC. 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing . plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

MARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

I 

(212) 661-1 151 'TI 
\i 

F I L E D  



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Hei tler , J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

L WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
M W  GOODMAN, LLP. 

r Defendant 
ORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Mamaroneck Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 

Hapson, New York 10528 
(212)558-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 

FFICd212) 661-1 lS1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- OFCDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x ____~_~~________"I_-______l____________l------~~~~~-----"-~~---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Frahk Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 2  zo?? COMPANY 

d Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 
, New York 10528 

(2 12)558-5500 

1-1 151 

501 



This document relates to: 

RAYMOND 5. FARRELL, 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVF,R BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DOJXR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDEMD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claim against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILEB~ - .- - 
4 - and without %E. 

A -- 

DEd 2 2 2811 Attorneys for Plaintijjf 
700 Broadway 

nd the same are hereby dismissed with 

)?&/ \ 

Margaret AheszkJewiczyEsq. 
yi lN6ooyAN, LLP. 
A orneys for efendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

New York, New York 100Q3 
12 12)558-5500 mum -0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

COMPANY 

NEW 
/ 

. ,  
I H@son, L. < New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

prejudice 
u.r; 

/ 

Honorable S h e 5  KleinNeitl er 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ___________t_l--___________________I____-------~----------------------- 

I n  Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X _______________I___________________I____----------~~~--------~~-------- 

hidex No.: 1021 1 5EZ2 1 7 A99 
This document relates to: 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___________------____________________I__-----------~-------------~---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

fendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

, be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre&ce 
- "  

-- 

and without costs. 

WEJTZ 62 LUXENBERG, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defenda 

4 Harrison, NY 10528 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

-against- JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. OLIVER BOILER 
_rr---r-----------________________II____-----------------------"--""*- X COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

G i 2 - k -  Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fur Plaintifl 

New York, New York 100 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
dttorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway ~ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY F I L E D  500 Mamaroneck Avenue (2 12)S5 8-5500 

, Hwson, New York 10528 
DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 0 1  2011 



* #  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix for the 
Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 11 1124/00 

120737199 
0 2 1 9 3 1 9 9  > 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Heater Co., Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and .Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
- 

- 

i Dated: New York, New Y 
/I12 2/11 

k . M '  ' 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. c~lpNrV C nd Executrix for the Estate 
LEWIS BRISROIS BISGAARD & SMITH p6 ofX'haddeus Sarama 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

. r  

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

4852-7465-3965.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCIA SAMMA, Individually and as Executrix for the / Index No.: 1 1 1 124/00 
Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Heater Co., Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 
. ___*+ - 

8 Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wTEo3 costs. 
- *  

m \* *i.* "*+-.in * m  

Dated: New York, New York 
/ I 12  Z l l l  

b 0 M . '  I 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. c .0~  
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

ia Sarama, Ind. and Executrix for the Estate 
of Thaddeus Sarama 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 . ,  
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
HC 

. ,  

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 12011 
4852-7465-396s. 1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

CAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

125335100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs ' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAlUN GOODMAN, LLP. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plainti8 ' , F I L E D  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 maroneck Avenue * 2011 Harrison. New York 10528 

J.S.C. 
DEC 0 1  2011 



RICHARD H. MEHLROSE (Dec.), 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DOlZR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X I___Ir---------_---------~----------~------~-~-~-----~----------~----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suinniary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs . 

IVY/ y Dated: HaRson, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

aniaroneck Ave., Suite 501 (2 12)558-5500 



L 
I.A.S. PART 30 In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123610199; 1757100; 
125335100 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

0 X ________________________________________---------------------~"-~~---"- 
This document relates to: 
MAFC3HA MORRISON and VICKI HAZEN, as Co- 
Executrixes for the Estate of JOHN J. BUNDY 

Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_______________________________f__l_l__l""---------------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

I - v r - ,  . -.. - -:. 
- 

T Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 maroneck Avenue 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

6 20ff Hawisbn. New York 10528 

SO ORDERE rn 

JYC. 



WILLIAM F. RYAN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway D KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York lOOOF \ 
(21 2)558-5500 ~ b l j  500 Marnaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

ison, New York 10528 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -_--I__-_-_-------______________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York lop03 

, CoUN ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ F ~ ' C E c u ~ ~ ~ N . Y  500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 (212)S58-SSOO 
- Harrison, NY 10528 

(212) 661-1 151 

DEC 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ______X_"__rlflfrrf-"---"----------------------------------"----------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

-7  

This document relates to: 

ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JIJIGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X I__""__t__rrr_lf_-lrIr__lf________r_l___--------------------"--"--"""- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

smissed with prejudice 
.. .. 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same ar 

and without costs. 
" .  .. . JL . . _  . 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff _ _  
700 Broadway KEELER-DORkOLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 DEc 2 2  2011 COjj,pANy 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J,) 

1 I n d e x p l  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Patricia E. Schmidt and Robert Schmidt, 125771/99 

Plaintiff, 
-against- i NO OPPOSITION 

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
i MOTION AND ORDER A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

j WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc. individually and incorrectly sued herein 

Defendants. 

~ 

as Peerless Heater Co. Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

~ 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, 

I 
~ 

Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. : ; F I L E D  i 

Ork DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWlS BR~SBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21'' Floor 

Patricia and Rob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, A 
Hon. Sherry Rlein fieitler 

4853-241 5-3869.1 DEC 0 12011 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ROBERT JOSEPH SCHMIDT AND PATRICIA E. 
SCHMl DT 

against 

A.C. & S.. INC.. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-104150 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgmer in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant] Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f l O U W b e r  l f , d O ) ]  
New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Robert Joseph Schmidt and Patricia E. 
Schmidt 
700 Broadway 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

90 ORDERED: 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, 5.)  

IndexNo.: 104150100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 

WHEREFORE; defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rkquests & ' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212; 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARWT GOODMAN, LLP. 

Om-OLIVER BOILER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Aaorneys for Pluintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New Yotk 10 
(212)558-5500 

SOURDERED: 

J.S.C. 



RAYMOND J. FARRELL, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 115803/2005 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KJ3ELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-D0,RR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against __ defendant 

dice KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby d 

VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10043 

0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. PART 30 

(Heitler, J.) , , y 9 ? 7  
./'/ 

Index 121855199 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE;*, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rdquests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant' KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: NewXork New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

KE&LBR-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
2 201' COMPANY 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. v 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

SIDNEY WALDMAN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105260/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flk/a BMI, Inc,, hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f N a  BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice ppd without costs. 

1 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flws BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86671 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105296100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DeORR-OI,IVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant ' 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Pluintiff E D Cilnorneysfor Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 $00 Mamaroneck Avenue 

ARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

700 Broadway 'KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

DEC 2 2 2011 
Harrison, New York 10528 

COUNTY CI-ERKS OFFICE (212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED 

DEC 0 I 2011 
J.S.C. 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

1 in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

~ 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

Elmo Dedon 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1054 16/00 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

QEC 01 2011 



ELMO DEDON, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DOFtR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ---_"_1____1_____---________t___l_______------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P, 
Attorneys for Pluintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Elmo Dedon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10541 6/00 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
[ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 105455/00 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH G. KING SR. AND MARIA KING, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

'? m C  2 2 2 C l l  

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Joseph G. King Sr. and Maria King 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10478 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index$-> This Document relates to: 

JOSEPH KING, 1257 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., incorrectly sued herein as Peer lzss 

Heater Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
f 

costs. F I L E D  7 1  ? \  

i Dated: New York, New York @L 2 2 

Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. Joseph King 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

4853-241 5-3869.1 



TMc:CCcjpk) 
1 01201 1 1 

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

y of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby F"P*CED 7 against defendant Consolidated Ediso 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

.y 
DEC 2 2 21111 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

J Consolidate&kdison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-6479-00 

Hon. Sherry KleK keitler 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.- 

JOSEPH KING, SR., 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain 

to either party. 

ereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

DEC 2 2  2011 

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125767/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

dmt KEELER-DORR-OL R BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the "entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that e to all co-defendants, all claims and cr claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq, 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

bttorneys for Defendant 
mELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plnintiff 
700Broadway ! I F I L E D 
New York, New York 10003 1 COMPANY 
(2 12)55 8-5500 Drtb 2 2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

I ,  I 4 Harrison, New York 10528 
C Q ~ N  b y  ci ~ ~ f i  OFF ICE 1 (212) 661-1 15 1 



HOMOLANO, LONOO 
MGRAW, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSGN ST 

W B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEV’S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO BOX rlao 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES FITZPATRICK AND ISABEL FITZPATRICK 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-105756 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
l h d 3 Q A  IC,aoII 

- 
STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

so 

MATTHEW MACINTYRE, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
JAMES FITZPATRICK and ISABEL 
FITZPATRICK 
700 Broadway 

r$&% Heitler 



JOHN KEPTNER (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

O L M R  BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 1 
(212)558-5500 I L E D 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

SO ORDERED 
(212) 661-1151 



HARRY L, REED, SR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _______"____________1__________111_11___"--_----"""----~----------"--- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

1 

Rod 
WdUN GOODMAN, LL'P 

JV YORK 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 125170/9- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORL?, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sufnmary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing . plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

J 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

-a Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

MARIN GOODh4AN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

CUMFANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

F I L E D  

r ; ~ , ~ ~ s m K J z  

SO ORDERED: 

' i I -  

' wc 2 2  2 m  i 
J.S.C. 4 

DEC 0 12011 nsaesaw- ?a 
.- . 



ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDTCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 02 1 15/2007 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOJLER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-D ORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dis 

and without costs. 

, *-- 1 11 I (  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2) 5 5 8 -5 5 00 

1 Harrison, NY 10528 

SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N! CAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 107463/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

-DORR-OLI PER BOILER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DEc 2 2 2011 COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 400 Mamaroneck Avenue 

m N N  CLERK'S C W ~ ~  Harrison, New York 10528 
NEW YORK (212) 661-1151 

J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

m RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

BERNICE LOMANTO 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 00- 107534 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho, 
!AT:// ,2011 

B 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 

2. 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 ho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

NY 1 1735-2728 

SO ORDERED, 



EDWARD A. HAYES and THEODORA HAYES, 

Plaintiff (s) , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, & &. , 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J. 

Index No.: 00/1 e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D W N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID * ” ”  GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”) , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 
I 
I 
I 
1 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be andThe same are 

rney for P l a i n t  

_,...-.(* 2 12 ) 5 5 8 - 5 5 0 0 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 

Attorney for the P 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
10022 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 152011 

Index No.:= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH QUINN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION 
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDEFUZD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard J. Potter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10861 O/OO 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

- -  
DEL 2 2 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CE2'K'S OFFICE j 1 
NEW YORK I 

DEC 0.2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) <- 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 1086 1 O/OO " 

G- 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Richard J. Potter 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHERIZFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 1 001 6 
(2 12) 452-5300 

___.,+I"...-. 

SO ORDERED, 



RICHARD J. POTTER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant? COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE? defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ODERED,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

* *"' MARIN GOODMAN? LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Hei tler, J.) 

Index No.: 108723/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

c 
D 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

ttorneys for Defendant 
TmER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

3 COMPANY 
E 

DEC 2 2  2011 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

COUNTY C!.EW'S OFFICE 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122203/9 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLTVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

% WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests ' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 1 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
ODMAN, LLP. 
r Defendant 

700 Broadway OM-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500  DE^ 2 2 20f l  560 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Hapson, New York 10528 
cgI&-l-y c;&El;i/,'3 OFFICd212) 661-1151 

, .  ' *  . 

. "  

.U  , , ,  , .I 

J.S.C. c 



Plaintiff( s> , 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Hei tler, J .) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

9 summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, . 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

GOODMAN, LLP. 
Aflorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2  2011 (2 12)5S8-5500 

_I 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL SUSINO, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
A 

Dated* . ,201 1 
New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

L d  1 5 2011 SO ORDERED, 

4 



CHARLES LASS, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

W C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

E 5 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 DEC 2 2 20*11 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 
~1.1c@l2) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

, , .  . . . _ _  - . - -  
IN RE: NEW YORK COlJNTY NY'CAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitlcr, S . )  

Index No.: 11 J 124/00 

......_........._._.~.~.-...-~.- " . . ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . " ~ - ~ ~ ~ - " ~ ~ - " . - - - .  
This Docuinent Relates to: 

THADDHUS SARAMA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUJXMISNT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREI~ORk~, defendant A. 0. Smith Watcr I'roducts Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in  thc ahovc-entitlcd case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulcs Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thcreto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross clairris against 

dcfendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company bc and the same arc hereby dismissed with 

prej d i c e  and without costs, ' F I L E D  
Ncw York, New York Ihtcd: I K c  2 2  2017 - dL-, 201 1 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attomcys for Ilefendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 1"inc Strcct, 2dLh 1;1oor 

SO ORDERED, 



** 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MARCIA SARAMA, Individually and as Executrix for the Index No. < ' f >  
Estate of THADDEUS SARAMA, 

120737/99 
Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
[ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Heater Co., Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 

Steven T. Corbin, Esq, D t C  2 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Tnc. 

77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

rnly for Plaintiffs 
COUNTY CLEnKs OF@ arcia Sarama, Ind. and Executrix for the Estate 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH yM OfiThaddeus Sarama 

(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 12011 
4852-7465-3965.1 



EDWARD A. HAYES and THEODORA HAYES, 

Plaintiff ( s )  , 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATICNAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Haitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD(;MENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 
_ I _  

GRID (‘NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs‘ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be andqthe same are 

F9wkE hereby dismissed with prejudice 

& LUXENBERG, P.C. 
ney for 

GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1000 

-4-2 12 ) 55 8 -55 0 0 
/ Brooklyn, NY 11201 A/? I .  



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113937/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby re4iests 

summay judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Abrneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway BOILER 
New York, New York 1000 
(2 12)5 5 8-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

DEC 2 2 2011 Harrison, New York 10528 
(712) 661-1151 

so 

J.S.C. 



H O A Q W ,  LON00 
MOWN. DUN$T & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORMYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
WBRuNsvvlCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

U T E  202 
MAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

~~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

SALVATORE J. VASTA AND PATRICIA VASTA 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 113938/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
lttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Salvatore J. Vasta and Patricia Vasta 

New York, NY 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEI: 0 I2011 

---- - - - - -- 



TMcCCCjpk) 
10/7/ I I 

I 

Our File No 
505009-00 

RJ3NEWY IT1 

THIS DOCUMENT 

SALVATOER 
Y 

RE, defendant 0 and Utili hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, ~~~~t to Civil Practice Law and Rules S & Q ~  

3212, dismissing pkntiff's compl ant Orange and cMand Utilities, Inc, with 

dice, and there being no ~ppas ereto, 

ORDERED, that up011 notice 5s-claims 

against defendant Ormge md RockIand Utilities, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed 

with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 113938/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment .in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
A~torneys for Plaintir 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYork 1016;; I L E 
(2 12)558-5500 

6 ?*b 
Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

, 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

4 (212) 661-1 151 
DEC 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

X NYCAL ....................................................................... 
ln Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X ________________________________________-----------~~--*~-------------- 

MARIE DONNELLY as Administratrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM J. DONNELLY, and MARIE DONNELLY, 
Individually, 

Index No. 1 16927/00 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTTON AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 
sunimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
KEELER-DOIIR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York p / y /  11 n 

Russell Yamison Esq. / \ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

MARIN GOODMAN, L P. 
Attorneys for Defendant w 

New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
(212)558-5500 COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

1-1 151 

0 120114 
I c o ~ ~ ~  CLERK’S 
1 NEVU’ YORK 
*c 9 G - d -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CHARLES A. LASS 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO,: 00-1 17033 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 700 Broadway 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Charles A. Lass 

New York, NY 10003 

io ORDERED: 

Em 0 B 2011 llllllll11111111111llll11111llllllllllllllllllllllIIll BX-JUNE-19 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

CHARLES LASS, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________I_______________________________----------"---"--------------- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORL)ERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

E 
New York, New York 10003 

A#tyneys fo/ Defendant 
KEl?LER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 

(2 12)55 8-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

FI-IC@12) 661-1151 

DEC olzOn4 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 0 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No, 1 1742 1-00 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
Defendant. 

X ...................................................................... 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

A i l  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Hpsrison, New York V/3f./d I/ I! \I 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 C o ~ N i ~  CLERKS &##&JANY 

K E E L E ~ D  ORR- OL I VER BOILER 

NEW YORK 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 . .n-. 

SO ORDERED n, New York 10528 

UEC 0 12011r 
Honorable Sherry 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

De fendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110180/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DOJXR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOFLR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

f *  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

, KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: NewJork. New York 

D 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2  ~~~~ (2 12)55 8-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MICHAEL SUSINO, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated. & I 5- ,2011 
New York, New York 

I 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

1 
4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

X 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 

------------ --**-- .."-*""-l...* -.+-****4**-d**I l"-l"ll"-.- ..----------------* x 
This document relates to: 
JOHN DOE, As Proposed Executor for the Estate of 
GEORGE MARTIN and CARLEEN M. FUENTES as 
Proposed Representative for the Estate of ALICE MARTIN 

________________________________________----------------------------*~- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 109409- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests I 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

e are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
. *. 1 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the 

and without costs. 

< Paul Josephs, Esq. 

ODMAN, LLP. 
r Defendant 

ER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
D WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 2 2 2011 COMPANY 
(21 2)558-5500 540 Mamaroneck Avenue 

CE Harrison, New York 10528 
(412) 661-1 151 

~ , .  I 

*_ **/*.  , r " +.."<'-- Uu-* r.4* 

< bkC Q 1201U 
J.S.C. 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1 18679/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Russell Jamison Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

2 I Q I f  500 Vamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
DLL F F v s o n ,  New York 10528 

So 212) 661-1151 

(2 12)55&-5500 

$4 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119375/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. n 

Dated: Harrison, New York t7/3 a 41 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
_ _  

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 

I -  

. MARIN 

&J%ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

5 %IMPANY I Mamaroneck Avenue - Suite 501 

Attortzeys for Plaintiff = Attorneys for Defen 

mison, New York 10528 
12) 461-1151 



b 

mawam, LONQO 
MORAPI, WNST 8, 
DOWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSN 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 00-1 19376 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

JAMES E. WILSON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: l&wd2u aaJ a q  
New Brunswick, NJ 

= T z u .  
STEPHANTE c. BAKER, ESQ. MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, E S 6  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
James E. Wilson 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 2 2011 i 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N e  07 190/0 1 ; 
100770/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
/ 2 , 0 5 7 2 0 1  1 O n  

Paul Josephs, EsG 

5 ' Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 1 COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

DEC 2 2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

NEW YORK Hanison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPRJ2ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
~~~~ 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heider, J.) 

This Document rclates to: 
i Indcx No. 10 

DORIS M, RYSKOWSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of 
RAYMOM) J. RYSKOWSKI, arid DORIS M. 
RYSKOWSKI, Individually, < 

! 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
AX. and S., WC., et aI., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Jndustrics, Inc., indjvidually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Healer Co., hc., hcrcby requests suxxlmary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaincifF$ complaint against defendant, 

Peerless Industries, Inc., with pmjudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pcerlcss Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

. -  

-r 

costs. 

Ncw York, New York 10005 New Ywk, Now York I0003 
pJQ..55%=5500 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

Nl 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106440/0 
\.+ 100782/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDE&??D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

be and- the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice - I 

&*I- * Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

NewYork,NewYorklOO$: I L E D 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
j Harrison, New York 10528 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 
100753/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COrnANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOBR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 7 : . 

sumrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 8 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 
. __ 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

and without 3s 
be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

* T  

7 
a 4  

- -  
- 

. .  
/--- ark 

WEITZ & LUXENBERGFC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff D 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
. __ 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

and without 3s 
* T  

7 
a 4  

- -  
- 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Aaorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Aaorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVEi? BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamam~eck Avenue 

, New York 10528 
1-1 151 

DEL 2 2 2011 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

4 

P CouNly CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ------------*----------------------~~~----------------------~---------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 

----------------________________________---~-----~--------------------- 
This document relates to: 

For the Estate of DAVID BLENKENSOPP and 
ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

Index No.: 104633/07 
100773-03 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

-against- DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Defendant. 
X -----------------_____________________I_------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag 

, . I , ,  ... 1 . KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY; ba and!~thswrname~ hereby dismime 

and without costs. 

MARIN GOODMAN, 

700 Broadway ORR- OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

"-2011 Harkson, New York 10528 
(212h661-1151 

CLERKS OFFICE 

01 2011 



ROBERT BISHOP SR. and BETTY BISHOP, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLlVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----______________"I__llf_______________-----------------------------* 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. h A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
121 2'r558-5500 F I L  

Russell S .  Jamison, 

Attorneys for Defenda 
K E E L E ~ D  ORR- OLI VER BOILER E @@ANY oc 

1 hdamaroneck Avenue - Suite 501 



WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests . 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

" KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissdclth prejudice . ,, - 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DEC 2 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

E ' Aftorneys for Defendant 
2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

CcYMpANY 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
______l----------r______________________-----------~-----------------~ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. ,, , 

(212)558-5500 
500Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

- -  Harrison,NY 10528 
(212) 461-1 151 



HOAGLMD, LON60 
MORAN. DUNST 8 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO Box 480 
MWBRUNSWICK, hw 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWUSEVS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

DOUKAS, LLP 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CATHERINE CORDES, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF FRED G. 
CORDES 

against 

A.C. & S.. INC.. ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-1 19826 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: f l ~ u e m b e r  I % I a01 1 
New Brunswick, NJ 

8 

PHAh ALVARADO, ESQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

' Catherine Cordes, Individually and as 
,' Administratrix for the Estate of Fred G. 

Cordes 

SO ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

l1lllll1 llllllllll lllllllllllllllHllll111 lllll HI1111 O '' ' I  
BX-CLOVE-2 9 



HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOMAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AS LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 
PO BOX 480 
NM,BRUN9MK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
MI WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDWARD MURRAY AND MELANIE L. MURRAY 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-120523 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Paperv\kW 17, aDl/ 
New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersev 08903 

ttorneys for Plaintiff(s), 

SO ORDERED: 

BX-FILL-12 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

X NYCAL ______"_1"_------------------------------------------------------------ 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X _____________r--------------------------------------------------------- 

DOROTHY BOWLEY, Individually and as Administratrix 
For the Estate of ROBERT F. BOWLEY, SR., 

Index No. 120780-00 

NO OPPOSITION 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, SUMMARY 

-against- KEELER-DORR- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
Defendant. 

X ______r______________________1__________----------~~~~~--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

(2 12)558-5500 
2 2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

Hahison, New York 10528 
Fl-12) 661-1151 



MARY ALICE DUNPHY, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of PAUL A. DUNPHY, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123&30/2000 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I v 3 y /  4 
and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DEC 0 12011 

ARlN GOODMAN, L 
ttorneys for Defendant 

KEEL ER-D ORR- OLI V I7 BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue-Suite 501 

Y 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 2 2  2011 COMPANY 

F E  Harrison, NY 10528 
(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124325100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COWANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
TLER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintifl 
700 Broadway 
~ewYork,NewYork 10003 F I L E D C 2 MPANY 
(2 12)55 8-5500 5 Mamaroneck Avenue I :  

SO ORDERED: 

W J.S.C. 
DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

Maureen Wilburn, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of Rosario Morreale, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.C. and S. INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 124525'00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless 

costs. 

dismissed with prejudice and without 

DEC 2 2 2011 
Dated: New York, New B r k  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK \\\ \7 / \\ 

Steven T. Carbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 21" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Maureen Wilburn, as Personal Representative for 
the Estate of Rosario Morreale 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

, I  

(212) 558-5500 
+--* -'I" . 

SO ORDERED, 
4853-2415-3869.1 / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This document relates to: 
ROSARIO MORREGLE (Deceased) 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 124525100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests ' 1  
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules SectioD 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER C O M P W ,  

\ 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the Same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

F I L E D s - ) !  
10.3( 2011 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
.korneys for Defendant 

A74 ' 
f l d k d  k k  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 NEW Y W W  @MPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

DEC 2 2 2011 

c o u ~  CLERwS wFtGE KEELERDORR-OLIVER BOILER 
,- 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 / 

SO O R D E 4  

DEC 0 1  2011 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PD BOX 480 
NNVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 &%"KEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ED CODAIR, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et ai., I 

1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 00-125131 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
l i p  I l l  

: JOS HVAZ UEZ.ESQ. 
-IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP Attorne for Plaintiff, 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

~ T Z  g, ~UXENBERG, LLP 

F I L EFBi!!!way 
York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 2 by 

s 

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllIIIllllllllllllllllll1IIll 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1056151@~$ 
190242109 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMlPANY 

WHEREFOREy defendant KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER&J&€F~&~Y- be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without 
~. -. 

-7- 
e-" ,* 

- i  
-2.- . " - -; 

I- - * -  - ~- 
-- - 

PadJosephs, Esq, ' 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 100 

dttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway ~EELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

COMPANY 

H p s o n ,  New York 10528 
F I L E D  500 Mamaroneck Avenue (2 12)558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1151 
4 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. 

- .. 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

0.: 123610/99; 101757/00; p%Q 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMJXNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORIC-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

' 

ORLIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

sz2L.- Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 rmeck Avenue 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway ORR-OLIVER BOILER 

so 
~ I. 

J.S.C. 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index Nee, 1 193 87/00; 
100753/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 8 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

f MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
1 Adtorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

4 COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

DEL 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 500 MamaroneCk Avenue (212)558-5500 

1-1 151 

SO ORDERED. 

DEC 0 1  2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYC, 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.?<-30755/03; 
1 19396100 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff .. 

DEC 2 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 Josephs, Esq. 
GOODMAN, LLP. 

2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
CWPANY 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ------____*__-----------------------------------"--------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in  the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORBElZED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

- Harrison, NY 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 

DEC Q 12011, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 006 1 6-0 3 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 

VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10b22 
(2 12)605-6200 

SO ORDERED 

’ 

roneck Ave., Suite 501 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index No.: 10062 1/200 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORFt-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests sunimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n A 

Attorneys for Plaintvf 
700 Broadway DEL 2 2 201' KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 

"Attorneys for Defend& 

COUNTY CLERKS OFF''' 4b Wall Street, 57t" Floor 
&OMPANY 

Nkw York, New York 10005 

! 

NEW YORK 
(212)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CARL KROGER and CAROL ANN KROGER, 

P1 ai mt i ff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 102314/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, NY I?/ 3//,+? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P y a  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 
C212)558-5500 

COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

MARIN GOODMAN, 

o %all Street, 5Th F ~ O O ~  

Ngw',York, New York 10005 



Plaintiff, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
DEFENDANT 
ORDER AS TO 

-against- JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
Defendant, KIEELER-DORR- 

X OLIVER BOILER - - - - - - - -_______________f________________-- - - - - - -~~~~~-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

amaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
on, New York 10528 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Thomas J. Walsh 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10381 1/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

/-"-"-'. 

SO ORDERED, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10381 1/2001 

THOMAS J. WALSH, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ________________"~~-______r_____________-- - - - - - - -~~"~-~~--~"-~-- - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and $he same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR- OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



FRANK C. GULLO, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___________________________________f____----------------------~------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for D e f e n d a r w  

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

700 Broadway KEELER-D ORR- OLIVER BOILER 

/ Harrison, NY 10528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," (,'DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for  Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Fre igh tl iner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 11735-2728 

16) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
E C  2 2  tt7f'P 

13686476.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

BRENDA L. TANNER, Administratrix for the Estate of 
WILLIAM M. TANNER and BRENDA L. TANNER, 
Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

A, C, and S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105354/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc,, individually and improperly sued as 

Peerless Heater Co., Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against 

defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless 

without costs. 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 201, 

ix for the Estate of 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BTSCJAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

William M. Tanner and Brenda L. Tanner, Individually 
WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 

w York, New York 10003 (212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 
1471 I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
WILLIAM M. TANNER I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105354/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice igd without costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 

so 

/MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86666 
(914) 345-7301 



-against- 

KEELER-DO€LR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 105477/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York r)t/w/q 

~ o ,  E ~ 

New York, New York 
(2 12)558-5500 ' FOMPANY 

300 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 DEL 2 2 20ll 
(212) 661-1 151 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index e 1 1 W W O O ;  
100782 --.-' 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KIEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumfnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOKR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

dY* 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New York loo$ I L E D COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 7 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway REELER-DOH-OLI VER BOILER 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1151 
4 

FFlCE 

DEC 0 1  2011 
J.S.C. 



-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 106643/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 
BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Harrison, New York i i / f /  4 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff MARIN GOODM 
700 Broadway 3 .Attorneys for Defe 

(212)558-5500 For L E D New York, New Yor '( KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

, 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
DEC 2 2  2 0 b  

1 
FFICE , 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106644-0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
DEFENDANT 
ORDER AS TO 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon m t i ~ t o l a & o - ~ n @ ,  1 claims and cross-claims against 
i 

New York, New York 10003 KEELER-DOR 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106645/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE,, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

* ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendafit 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Pauhosephs, Eiq. 
MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
A ttorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

- >q; 

J.S.C. ' m t d  ., . - 



I-, 

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
7Ol WTSEV’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, nl 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 1071 90/01 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JAMES E. WILSON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick 
~ O - ~ W - J I  

;TEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
dtorneys for Defendant, 
;ohler Co. 
0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
James E. Wilson 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

0 ORDERED: 
Hon. Shermeinqeitler, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DOICR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYC, 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 119376/0 
100770/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveLentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DO.W-OLIVER , be and the same are hereby dismissed with pcqjudice 

r* 

Z ' Attorneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBE 
Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 10003 4 COMPANY 
(2 1 2 ) s  8-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway DEC 2 2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

NEW YORK Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



S U P ~ h J E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COTJNTY 1 W C A L  

ASBESTOS LITIGAnON ! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Hsitlcr, J.> 

This Doc~linent rclatas to: 

DORIS M. RYSKOWSKI, as Executrix for the Estate of j 
RAYMOND J, RYSKOWSKI, and DONS M. 
RYSKOWSKX, IndividualIy, 

i n d e x N e  

I 

Plaintiffs, ! NO OPPOSITION 
-against- [ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

i MOTION AND ER . 
! 

A.C. and S., MC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Healer Ca., Tnc., hcrcby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant, 

Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there bcing no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Pcerlcss Industries, Xnc., bc and the same me hereby diqnissed with prejudice and without 

Cost$. 

Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LteWiS BRISROKS B I S G m  & Shwn-i J,LP 
77 Waicr Street, Suite 2 100 
Ncw York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

4835-22243313, I 



Plaintif%, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 108012-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ICECELE R-DORR- 

X ...................................................................... 
WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New York 100 

neck Ave, Suite 501 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED New York 10528 

DEC 0 12011 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

GARY GLICK AND FRANN GLICK 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL 
1 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01 -1 08708 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION A ND ORDER 

. WHEREFORE, de'fendant, Kohler Go., .hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

sornplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross clalms against 

defendant, Kohler'Co., be and the same.are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 
New Brunswick, NJ 
A 

~TEPHANIE'C. B A K ~ R ,  ES- 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<ohler Co. 
1.0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plalntlff(s), 
Gary Glick and Frann Glick 
'700 Broadway 
New York, NY I0003 , , 

30 ORDERED: 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

EC a 2 2011 I X C  012011 
4' 

COUNTY CLERIC'S OFFICE i ' 
t NEW YOFlK . .id 



I 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 118869/98 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFURE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
. . .  , >  

Dated: New York, New York 
-9 201 1 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

201 1 
I -' 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

F I L E D  3 COMPANY 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 3 
(2 12)5 58-5500 

I j(212) 661-1151 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

+ 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
DEC 2 2 2011 Harrison, New York 10528 

COUNrV CLERK'S OFFICE 

J.S.C. T 



Plaintiff(s), I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rehllests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32'12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are here 

and without costs. 

prejudice I 
Dated: New Xork, New York 

12 .OS , 2011 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MAlUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
A Ztorneysfor Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintzg 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 1000 &OMPAIVY 
(212)558-5500 1 :  ' 1  I ' I E D 500MamaroneckAvenue 

Harrison, New York 10528 
DEC 2 2 2M (212)m- i i s i  

I 

.~ 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN LAFFERTY and BARBARA LAFFERTY, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 108713/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Tndustries, Inc., individually and incorrectly sued as 

Peerless Heater Co, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant, Peerless 

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\\\\?I \ \(, 

Rz Id' 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2 100 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

481 1-9838-0301 , I  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN LAFFERTY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 'vh 
J 
V I  

* -  

Dated: .q-wflYr) New York F I L E D  
,2011 

DEC 2 2 2011 
Y 

SO ORDERED, 

1672S30 



Plaintiff( s), 

"against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121924/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby reqQeSth 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no, opposition thereto. 1 "  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
* +, 2'2 -~ 
and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 500 Majnaroneck Avenue 

ORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Harribon, New York 10528 F 
COUNTY cf5RK'S OFFIa2 )  661-1 151 

N E V V Y W  
,?I.-- "+iy.- 

1 - I * ,  



SUPREiME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Warren H, McNally 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 108714/01 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212)452-530k , E 

1 :  
d 

SO ORDERED, 

". - 



GERALD MARINGIONE, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -__________________________l_l_t________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOIIR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suniinary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

A / \  and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York,NewYork ~ O O O ~  1 L E D 
(21 21558-5500 00 Mamaroneck Ave.. Suite 501 

SO ORDERED: 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~ ~ 

JAMES THOMAS HAGEN AND SUSAN HAGEN 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et all including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 110850-01 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 
\\\ -k\ ,2011 

SHELTON, LlPTAK & NOWAK, LLP 
for Defendant TDY Industries, Inc. Attorneys for Plainti#(s) 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Sauare c 

DEC 2 2 2011 

SO ORDERED, COUNTY CL!TKS OFFICE 
NEW Y"U.RK 

0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
NIKOLA PICINICH I.A.S. P m m  

Index No h l 2 1 9 /  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Ma BMT, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice ppd without costs. 

New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road 
4 Elmsford, New York 10523 DLL 2 2  2 m  (212) 558-5500 

DEC 152011 



LOUIS MONTELEONE, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
( H e i t l m e  

Index .. 1 1 1226/ 
712001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 19003 

$00 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
CLERK'S OFFICE Harrison, New York 10528 

(2 12)558-5500 

~ 4212)  661-1151 



JERRY CHIERCHIA (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _______1_"_-------------------------------------------------~-~------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the %e are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and ith ut costs, 
' 1  Id W I I  

Date L: P E C  2 2 2;,i 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

SO ORLIERED: 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ---_-----_I_____------------------------------------------------------ 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint agahst defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for DefendaHt 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

REELER-DORR-OLIKER BOILER 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 DIE&: 2 2 p q j  

’@$+@& (212) 661-1151 

0 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ALBERT V. WELISCHAR 

Index N 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



JOHN RAPIN NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

O L W R  BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __r_-_--------------_____________I______-----------------------"------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 121558-5500 mzc 20'' 5pO Mamaroneck Avenue 

COMPANY 

New York 
-1151 

damson, 
(212) 661 

J 

10528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

NIKOLA PICINICH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the s m e  are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice ppd without costs. 

J. Hopwood, Esq. 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
\ Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 

530 Saw Mill River Road New York, NY 10003 . 
4 Elmsford, New York 10523 2 2  2m1 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry kleh keitler 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

n ZAL 
I.A.S. (Hei tlu@ PART 30 

Index .. 11 1232 ; 119756/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rebuests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

I 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Attorneys for Ptaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

SO ORDERED: 



EVA M, MAS1 (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. IUEELER-DORR- 

Defendant . COMPANY 
X ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r l " ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and,witFut costs. 
D ~ L  2 Z 1011 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 

SO OIZDERED: 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 115593-01 

JAMES M. BARRY, As Executor for the Estate of JAMES J. 
BARRY 

Plaintiff 
V.  

A.C. AND S., INC., et all including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with p r # i c f a k t E  CD. 
DATED: J 

1 , 2011 DEC 2 2 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz,zsq. - 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for PIaintiR(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

\ >  

, LIPTAK & NOWAK, LLP 
ndant TDY Industries, Inc. 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

SO ORDERED, 



BRYAN M. PRICE NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _________r"____________________11_____1_--------------_-----------l---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and yithput costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 



WILLIAM TAGLIAFERRI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -----_-------__rr_r"__________________II~~---------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kl3ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

F I L E D  7 and wit out costs. 
1 1  I !  \ L  W L I  

W I T Z  & LUXENBERG, P.+- N, LfP,  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57fh Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

DELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 111232/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby repuests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

I 
' 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

. ._ - andwithoutcosts. . Y <  

Dated: New York, New York 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
h4R.IN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 DEC 2 2  2011 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

%€anison, New York 10528 

r -  

/P SO ODERED: 

J . 3 . L .  



RONALD P. LENAHAN (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
____------r"1______1______________I_____---~---------------"---------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

n n n l  
T% \w 

A rneys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint# 

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway 2LER-Dom-oLIvER mmm 

M A N Y  
(212)558-5500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10005 
DEC 2 2 2oll (212)661-1151 

i 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i IndexNo.: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of i 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA j 
LENAHAN, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

p f z i S 3 & 6 2 9 2 , 0 2  

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants, i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D ' 
DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald Paul Lenahan and Barbara Lenahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
152011 

1122-17881 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

i Index No.: 0388/01 6292/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of ! 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA i 
LENAHAN Individually, j NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

0 
Plaintiffs, [ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERE.D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

, 2011 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6318 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA 
LENAHAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 106292/02 
W 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  4 
i 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald Paul Lenahan and Barbara Lenahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1235-1 7327 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

JAMES R. SKENE 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fkla BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/kh BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 (212) 558-5500 atL 2 2 2a19 (914) 345-7301 

ile No,: 473.86660 

1 5  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LlTTGATTON 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA 
LENAHAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald Paul Lenahan and Barbara Lenahan 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTINO NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____l_r_______l_l-_______l__r_______l__l---------------------------"-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDBRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

1212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: a /I 



I.D. CAPLES (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. ICEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
X _____r______r______-______________r_____~~- - - -~~"_- - -~~"- - -~~~- - - - -~~-  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and vt.ithaut costs. 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff i. HK -- - Attorneysfor Defendant 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

- 

-- 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER E OILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 5~7'~ Floor 
.New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

GEORGE M. WALSH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc.,. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Tnc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice jqd  without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ &-LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86672 
(914) 345-7301 

SOORDERED, / 
Hc 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

HENRY A. PEPINO 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

s $2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.\\ 7 
Attorneys for PI i 

4 700 Broadwa 
New York, N 10003 '1: 2 ~ \ j  

MAKKS, U'I 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

4, Elmsford, New York 10523 
- rd-\GE 4 (914)345-7301 

f 
(212) 558-5500 bLb 

non. a n e d l e i n  Heitler 

GEC 152011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MICHAEL FLYNN 
104304102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

V. 

A.O. SMITH WATER, ET. AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR, INC. hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintift's 
complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CATEWILLAR, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: ir ,,J P [ I  ,2011 

1 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New Y ork, NY 10003 CATERPILLAR, INC. 
(212) 558-5500 530 Saw Mill River Road 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN & 

F I L E D  7 Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.92576 
(914) 345-7301 

ULb 2 2 2011 

{PH497085.1) DEC 15 2011 



THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL 0 .  F L m ,  

Plaintiff ( 8 )  , 
-against - 

Index No. : 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUD-NT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLc d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID ("NATIONAL GRID") , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f /k /a  

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

- .  . - - - -  

its, a 1 claims and 3. 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney f o r  Plaintiff 

New York, NY 10003 
GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 

7 

YORK -a 

Brooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 855-9000 

f 

1 
DEC 2 2 2011 SO ORDERED, 

, . 1  ' ' ' c o u m  C E R H  OFFICE i 

8?'? 3 5 2011 

B S  
Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

-or Plaintiff 
aY 

ork, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

7 /-- 
- I  

f DEC 2 2 2011 

i 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN AND EVELYN B. GREEN, ! 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  Dated: New Yor Ne York 
y ,2011 4 DEL 2 2  

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. ' 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Harold L. Green and Evelyn B. Green 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-1112 

SO ORDERED, 9 
DEC 1 5 2011 



.- 
c 

7104-120(11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 
I 
I 
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JERRY DIAMOND and JOANk DIAMOND 

Plaintisf 

-against- 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al. 
Defendunts I I 

1 

NYCAL 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

WIZREFORE, dc;fendanis, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion 

Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadwzy 
New York: NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
2 I 2-5 5 8-5 500 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 
35G Fifth Avenue, 59" Floor 
NewYork,NY 10118 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, Inc. 

2 12-268-5 i 36 

DEL 2 2 2021 4 

U N N  CLERK'S OFFICE 

1831997-1.DOC 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X NYCAL --------------------__________l_l_____ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A,S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X ------_-------_----------------------- 
This Document Relates to: 
MICHAEL FLYNN, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

BURNHAM LLC, et al., 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 53212 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-de 

cross claims against defendant BURNHAM LLC, be 

Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Michael Flynn BURNHAM LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500  n ,(718) 855-9000  

"N0.:11084-3085 

S o  Ordered: 
Hon-hheYrrq K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
MICHAEL FLYNN, 

Plaintiff , 

- against - 

MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., 
TNC. , et al., 

Defendants. 
X ________--_-------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judcre Heitler) 

104304/02 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

PLASTERING CO. , INC . 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissins 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERIN( 

CO., INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims a m  

cross claims against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PL 

, be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Brook?, New York DEC 2 2  2011 
i z  

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE z1 Michael Fanelli, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys f o r  Defendant 
Michael Flynn MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor INC . 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 
212-558-5500 klyn, New York 11201 

) 855-9000 
File No.:10924-3289 

So Ordered: 

DEC 1 5 2017 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_I_______l_"_"t-----____l__________l____------"-------""-----"--------- X N Y C A L  

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

_____r--------__"_"_--------------------------------------""-----"----- X 
This document relates to: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMGRY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KICELER-DORR- 

Defendant. I '  . j  . COMPANY 
-,,,,,-------,,"",,,,-----------_,,---------.---~--~*------"-"--- ' X  

WREMFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OL R COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

F I L E D  OLIKE& BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

(212) 661-1151 
4 Harrison, New York 10005 

DEL 2 2 21311 

NEW YOHK 

SO ORDERED: , I \  

COUNTY CLERKS Gi FlcE 
A- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANK J. SAITTA I.A.S. P ~ ~ )  

Index N I l20392/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. ' 530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 ew York 10523 
' (914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86657 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 5  2011 

L ._ 



FRANK CALDERONE and BERNADETTE 
CALDERONE, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOLLER 
KEELER-DORZ- 

COMPANY 
x, 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

s u m r n a ~  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORZ)EED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -,? 
F I h  Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway m 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 DEC 2 

E D  
2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10005 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
__-__r__-____________I__________________------"----------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

DEC 0 1 2011 



JAMES BRENNAN (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X "- r______~_______~_-_____l__________r___- -~~~~- - - -~ -_- - - - - -~~~- - - - -~~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintgf 

New York, New York 10003 

h4ARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

DEC 01 2011 



FRANK CATALAN0 (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_____l~-___l~r- -___~______________r_____~~-- -"~~-- -~~~-- -~~~-- - - - -~- - -  X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

UiWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PA!. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway *rr .. 
COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 
(212) 661-'I 151 

DEC 0 I2011 SO ORRERED: 



HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

2 9512 
Index "*:e 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

IVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
yi 

I 

Attornevs for Defendant 
700 Broadway BELER-D0R.R-OLIWR BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite SO1 C o W Y  61 ERK'S OFFICEHarrison, New york 0528 
(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 NEW'YORK 

so 

n-Heitler Honorable: 



b 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTW JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NRNBRWSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2@ 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 01-120396 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

4// 

SAMUEL M E I R ~ ~ I T Z ,  ESQ/ / ' 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

3 0  ORDERED: 

i F I L E D  
! 

F 

WEITZ & LUXEVBERG, LLb ' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Mark D. Ashton 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

*.+* - ' 

Honorable Sm Klein Heitler 
Y I I  



+ 

., 

HOAOLAND, LONGO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2M 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

MOWN, WNST a 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

;UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
;OUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-120399 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

ibove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice .Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Cos, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

v 

SAMUEL MEIROWITZ, &a. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Richard L. Bossey and Jane Bossey 

/ [  

rlOAGLAND, LONGO, MO 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttor neys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 

New Brunswick, New 
40 Paterson Street - 

I 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, D W T  8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS P;I LAW 

NORTH JERSW 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B R U N W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WLTSEYS MLL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ZOUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

VICTORIA FESTA, as Executrix for the Estate of 
JOSEPH D. FESTA, and VICTORIA FESTA, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 01-120430 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
i \ \q\ I\ 

n 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. Joseph D. Festa, and Victoria Festa, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

rneys for Plaintiff(s), 

individually 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 700 Broadway 

F ‘ L E  
SO ORDERED: DEc 2 2o 

---L”9 



JOSEPH D. FESTA (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _ _ " _ _ " _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ " ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintvf 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, S7* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
c _ _ _ _ r - - - _ _ " - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ l r _ _ - - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ - - - "  X N Y C A L  

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

I_____c_----_-__r-____________1_______13----"-------------------------- X 
This document relates to: 

LOUIS PAVON NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
"r--__lr----___--________________r___l__----------"------------"----~- X 

WHEREFUXE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

< 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

, I KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I 

+. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F l , L E D  
(212)558-5500 

Hafrison, New York 10005 * 2011 (212) 661-1151 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFR@ 



1 

RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________r______--__________r______r_____------------------------------ 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

+. - 

WEITZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintvf 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
.- 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 100302/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D  7 prejudice and without costs. 

I 
i 

, 2011 DE& 2 2 2 Q f l  . 1 

1 

edeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Louis Pavon and Margaret Pavon 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

1 5 20115 
324-6336 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j IndexNo: @llo5,02 

ALBERT0 HlDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, lnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: Ne Yo , N e  York 
~~~~~, 2011 

F I L E D  7 d 

! "  

1 
DEC 2 2 2011 

I 

m d . 3  
.M 

Nicole Wesselmam, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. %k*< % Ch, 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 (212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2082-10743 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J,) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: N W Y  , N e  York 
7 p $ , 2 0 1 1  

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(212) 509-3456 

Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

f 
15 2011 

2082-10744 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE2 NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. i 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

0 1  0 1 lO4/02 j Index No . 12043 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation Robert Hines 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500- _I__ 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 1235-8431 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 1 Index No.:@O1104/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

' I  y 201 1 DEC 2 2 2011 
I 

Robert Hines 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

j I . A S  Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

hereby dishissed with 

! 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be a 

prejudice and without costs. 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

F A - -  - Dated: "73 ~~~~,~~~ 

1, I 
Okwedeo NwOkoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Y 

Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1520M 324-6338 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

@,,,j,02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
4 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlC 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, e 
Hon. w y  Klein Heitler 

2383-24591 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 

I 
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
++ yr 

-4 
i 

4 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) I Index No@ 1 lWO2 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

SO ORDERED, 

15 2011 
1235-8399 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., etal. 

Defendants. I 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
9 

York 
,2011 I 

F I L E D ? 

4 
DEC 2 2 2611 

Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleid Heitler 

DEC 1 5  2011 
1122-8896 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, 3.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,201 1 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kleiri Heitler 

DEC 1 5  2011 
324-6338 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, Ne York $$54$f, 2011 

for Defendant 
Liquidating Corp. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

c 

f ;, DEC 2 2 2011 

-%I 

Frank M, Ortiz, Esq. N?! 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-24591 



EROTIDO LARRINAGA (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_____flrr---------________________II____------------------------------ X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

3 F I L E D :  

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Honorab- 



1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

hdex No.: 11 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVJIR BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
----" -rC-_l-I___ _r--___-____r-___r-_--" r_d----l---- I-- --*.,- --------x 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLWER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant JEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I ' 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5880 2 2 2$11 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

#-&$ (212) 661-1 15 1 



MICHAEL A. RUZZI NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and ith utcosts. 
a i  

[(  r P  1 b -'I 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. N, L i k  
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORB-OLI VER BOILER 

SO ORDERED: 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 120946-01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests sunimary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys fur Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10003 

UEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RFx NEW Y O K  CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request su~xlmary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with . 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDEmD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

- * I  O'NEILL, -0,'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & COURTNEY, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5508 

Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

SO 

No.: 473.86668 

D€C 1520 I1 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWARD J. BANG, as Executor of the Estate of 
FREDERICK E. BANG 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et all including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 121732-01 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED. 

ITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. IPTAK & NOWAK, LLP 
t TDY Industries, Inc Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 

New York, NY 10003 
700 Broadway Suite 510 Rand Building *> 

14 Lafayette Squ 
Buffalo, NY 142# I L E D -7 

K P  .Y D,, 4* z 2Yf 

WLLd uum I '  h-mE li 
COUI,I ;Y ~1 r n l c  1 -- 

A* 



SUPWME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT V, WELISCHAR 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice m d  without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

opwood, Esq: . 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

I 

(914) 345-7301 mi, File No.: 473.86673 

_._*+- 

\ L E D  T i :  j 7  



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendants 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121862/2001 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION 
AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 1 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendu 
New York, New York 160-~, cIL~JPQJC~~FICBlrEELER-DORIP-OLI 
(212)558-5500 NkW COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

-. (212) 661-1151 

DEC 0 12011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

STEPHEN D. HALL 
< 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 0 1 - 122295 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jerric$fJL/ 
,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

By: 
P s e p h  J. O r t w s q .  

Santo Bomsa, Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

s/h/a Freightliner LLC 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

SO ORDERED, 

13686476.1 



LOUIS MONTELEONE, 

P1 ain tiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOQER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 1 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway mELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York. New York 10003 
(21 2)55 8-5500 E CourJTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

* 1  

$00 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
-4212) 661-1 151 



JOHN F. WALLACE, JR. (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _1__-___1_---___-1_---------------------"-------------------------"--- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

.. . -. 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. Ln' 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

mRIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendattt 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



EUGENE F. HOFF (Dec,) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________________________________________-------"1--"------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

r 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintix 

odrgo Armand, Jr., Esq. 
RIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

. Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1 151 

DEC 0 12011 SO ORDERED 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

EUGENE F. HOFF 1,A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 122701/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86829 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 

_- 
SO ORDERED, 



HORQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN,WNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
4TTORNCYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 4m 
NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SWTH JERSEY 
7Ui WTSEY'S M L  RD 
SUITE MZ 
HAMMONTON, luJ 

4a PATERSON ST 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

J 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. MCDONALD AND JOSEPHINE 
MCDONALD 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL 

INDEX NO.: 01-122703 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

2 2 % & 3 % k  
ATTHEW MACINTYREQESQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MOR ElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO E3-R CERYS m c E  
New Brunswick, New Jersey 089OakW Y U M  

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 

700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 
DEC 2 2 2011 James R. McDonald and Josephine McDonald 

F 

_"". 

DEC 0 12011 

~ 

BX - JURY - 5 



THOMAS PASCOE (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLJYER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ~~~I~_____________--_______r_l______ll__---_-------------------~~~~~~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOFUZ-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and vyithput costs. 1 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintijf Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

- 
SO ORDERED: 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____r-_____-l________I________L________------~------------~"-----~---- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S, Part 30 

JERRY CHIERCHIA (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLXVER BOILER COMPANY, et a]. KJCELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
________-_______r_____lllr______ll_____l------_--"----~------"-------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. , 

ORDEIPED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintifs 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5500 

MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

~ ".,l "." r w * - r e C Y r v n - u n * U I * U * -  "**"-*CUI-- 2 + "I" 
SO ORDERED: 



HQAQLAND, LONW 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

WORIH JERSEY 
40 PRTERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, W 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILISEY'S MILL RD 
WTE 202 
M M O N T a W ,  NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

' I  

* '  

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

MICHAEL TAORMINA, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN CAMBONI 

against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

INDEX NO.: 01-123131 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: F J O a b e r  3 q a w  
New Brunswick, NJ 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

" I /  

Michael Taormina, as Executor for the Estate 
of John Camboni 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

0, NY 1 173 5-272 

4 
j 

832-7500 Be 1 
DEC 2 2 2091 SO ORDERED, 

E 

By: 
Joseph J. O x g o ,  Esq. 
[ Santo Borruso, Esq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Altorneys for Dejendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Mu Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

13686476.1 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GREGORY SNEED, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of BRUCE D. SNEED 

Plaint iff 
V.  

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 123225-01 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 
,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

I( 

[ L E D  
DEC 2 2 2Hf1 

cm&b:liv amK's, OFFICE ' 
SO ORDERED, 

-d 
NEW YORK 

ML= 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 01-123225 

BRUCE SNEED 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Duimler Truck North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1735-272 
(516) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
OEC 22 a&r 

13686476.1 



i 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

VIRGINIA BIRGE, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of HAROLD BIRGE 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 123226-01 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 
,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

for Defendant TOY Industries, Inc. 
Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 

Buffalo, NY 14203 F I L E D " ' '  
DE@ 2 2 2011 

4 
COUNTY C1FRM'S m=ICE 

NEW Yam 
i m- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 01-123226 

HAROLD BIRGE 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho 

By: 

-2Q O&%-j* ? Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintifS 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

n 
By: / 

,foseph J. Ortego, Esq. 
/ Santo Bormsoi Esq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Fr e ightl iner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 11735-2728 

F I L E D  (5 16) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC 2 2  2011 



FLOYD C. RICHARDSON (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMP 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintuf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

SO ORDERED 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

HENRY A. PEPINO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudiceppd without costs. 

i J. Hopwood, Esq. 
fl 

~ WEITZ$&&'LUXENBERG, P MARKS, OYEILL,-OWUEN 
Attorneys for PI i 4 

-1 &COURTNEY,P.C: I 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 

: 

% 2 le'\' f Elmsford, New York 10523 
c+& d, (914) 345-7301 

f 700 Broadwa 
New York, N 10003 
(212) 558-5500 DL. 

File No.: 473.86639 
-- 

Inc. 

GEG ]L 5 2011 



WILLIAM J. SMITH (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________r_-----__"____________l___r_____------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MAG GOODMAN, LLP, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho. NY, 

B 
I By: 

h 4 K  Q f i t 1 - P  9 -% Es 
t 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucb North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1735-2728 
(516) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, J 

13686476. I 



~ 

I 

..., I !!.Y . . -. . . . . 

EROTIDO LARRINAGA (Dec.) 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S' Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

XndexNo.: 12 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KIEELER-DORR- 
OLnTER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

4 . . .. - . KEELER-DORR-~)LIVEI"B~~R COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudide 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway h33ELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER 
COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

- /- 661-1 1 51 



RICHARD J. BARTOLOMUCCI 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

OAWERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WETTZ & LUXENBER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 
* *  * .  

e*." **--*.w<*.C.. r**lrC-** a. 
SO ORDERED: 



JOSEPH D. FESTA (Dec.} NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----_l__"_----_-----____________llll__r_------------"----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORZIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

IGEELE-8-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby .disrnissed-with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPrnY 
40 Wall Street, 57"' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 P., 
i a.?", I \  SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOUIS PAVON AND MARGARET PAVON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DEC 2 2 20ff 
1 

edeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Louis Pavon and Margaret Pavon 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

~~ 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 509-3456 , A  G 

SO ORDERED, A r 
324-6336 



LOUIS PAVON 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Ptaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5 500 

9 
FFlCE 
-r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

I _ - _ _  (Heitler, S.) 
This Document Relates to: 

Index No.: 100461-02 

CHARLES CARUSO SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cb;;s. I L E 8 
fl 
1: 

I 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulv 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



CHARLES CARUSO and LUCILLE CARUSO 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100461/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DOKR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

(212) 651-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 100461/02 

Charles Caruso, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
7 
_. Dated: ~ e w  York,New York f F I L E D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(2 12) 452-5300 

"*""^ ~ 

SO ORDERED, I 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Caruso, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10046 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



1 I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

BENJAMIN KURT2 I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100581/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience frWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86833 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

I I 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

HERBERT P. HICKEY I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 100778/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/Ma BMI, Inc,, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice d without costs. 

Dated: LLk..&&s ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

- 
&J. Hopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, OWILL,-OIBRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P,C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86828 
(914) 345-7301 



JAMES C, KLEIN (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ----__-"1_"---"-_--"1---1-1-1-1----------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and @$out costs. 

\Y WE*TZ dk LUXENB@%fi'fi' ~,j.j: , jK'S 9FFlCE ' 
Attorneys for plaintisf NEW Y O H ~  

New York, New York 10003 
700 Broadway - "4- 

(2 12)5S8-5500 

-- 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
JAMES C. KLEIN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 100821/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier 

Refractories, Inc. flWa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMl, hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as 

Premier Refractories, Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories, Inc. fllda 

Adience, lnc. fMa BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. , I  

- 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

MARKS, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., 
improperly named as Premier Refractories, 
Inc. f/Wa Adience, Inc. f/Wa BMI 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York I0523 

5ToL E D 7 
(914) 345-7301 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 120432/01 101 104/ 0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y 

s 

F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 

i. 

.- - 

Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 5  2011 2383-24591 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be an 

prejudice and without costs. 

hereby dismissed with 

- 1, 1 
Okwedeo NvOkoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120432/0 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I UkC 2 2 2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE q 

-- NEW YORK 

**.y'"$ 
".4 Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et a2. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 120432/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursumt to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: ~ e ~ ~ , o ~ ~ ~  York 
,2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j LA.S.Past30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

I 

i Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTIONaAND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation Robert Hines 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WHTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO OIIDERED, 

DEC 1 3  2011 1235-8431 



STJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT HINES, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 120432/0 

P 1 aint i ffs , NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: York 
201 1 i'% h 

b. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Robert Hines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

f 
2082-10744 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, 3.) 

Index No.: 120432/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and a 

without costs. 

! 
.I F I L E D  . . ,  

d 
DEC 2 2  2011 

Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon, Sherry Klein’ Heitler 

1122-8896 
DEC 1 5  2011 



S U P E M E  COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

I 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

P 1 aint i ffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

w COUNTY 

E. N 

OkGedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alberto Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6338 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 120432/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND O'RIDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
i*r x 

without costs. 

- -  I *  I j 

rney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

15 2011 
1235-8399 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT E F E R S  TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
+ 

I 

,2011 

COUNV CLERK'S OFFIG 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating C o y .  
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(212) 509-3456 

Albedo-Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

\ Index No.: 120432/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT0 HIDALGO AND JUANITA 
HIDALGO, 

01 105/02 0 
[ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et d. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
/ 

Dated: Ne Yo , N e  York 7 i "?  2011 

Nicole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

DEC 2 2 2011 
1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert0 Hidalgo and Juanita Hidalgo 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

I 2082-10743 



KENNETH F. BAILEY (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOZLER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _l___r_--______l____~------------------------~------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

A/ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPmY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

h3TELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 



JOHN F. NICHOLAS (Dec,) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___________________________II___________--"--------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-S500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57" Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEEL ER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

ROBERT F. COVERT I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10 1424/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience flwa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience flWa RMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

ARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience fMa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 

~ FileNo.: 473.86810 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOLL as Executor for the Estate of 
ANDREW J. NOLL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 101477/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Jnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby disniissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
"sp 

'L' 

4 

,2011 

m 2 2  2011 

k c o l e  Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew J. No11 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

DEC 15  20111 SO ORDERED, 

2082-10749 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOLL as Executor for the Estate of 
ANDREW J. NOLL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

Index No. : 10 1477102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, F I L E D  7 
f *  

4 

ew York 
,201 1 DEC 2 2 2011 

i 
COUNTY CLERK'S ClffIcg 

* 
o t e L h /  

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew J. No11 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6548 
l 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOLL as Executor for the Estate of 
ANDREW 1. NOLL, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 0 1477/02 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

. - I  L 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew J. No11 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S w l e i n  Heitler 

1122-1323 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1.A.S Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10 1477/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOLL as Executor for the Estate of 
ANDREW J. NOLL, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

[ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

I 2383-25160 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i 

DEC 2 2 2011 

-N-N CTLERWS & 
NEW ' 0  I I  cK 

-%T 
b ) k  %?& Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew J. No11 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 
A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT NOLL as Executor for the Estate of 
ANDREW J, NOLL, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 10 1477/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F /  I 

Attorney for Defendant v 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Andrew J. No11 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-837 



I )  

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_. 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ELSIE MATERO, Individually and as Administratrix 
for the Estate of ROCCO MATERO, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-102008 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed witp prejudice and without costs. 
i 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN N l T Z  
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Elsie Matero, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Rocco Matero 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

DEI= 0 12011 

ll11llll lllllllllllllllsHlllllllllllllllllllllllllll . 

BX-JUNE-20 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102171/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETAR LOURIC AND JANJA LOURIC, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etu1. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

4 

DEC 2 2  2011 
i 

@yJ&?&a-,, cou 
kwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Petar Louric and Janja Louric 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 
324-6626 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1.A.S Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 102171/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETAR LOURIC AND JANJA LOURIC, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby &missed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D I  4 

NEW YORK / 

Petar Louric and Janja Louric 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

QEC 1 5  2011 1122-20655 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
~~ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETAR LOURIC AND JANJA LOURIC, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
; (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 102171/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DEC 2 2  2011 
d 

1 

Petar Louric and Janja Louric 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25170 DEC 15 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PETAR LOURIC AND JANJA LOURIC, 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J,) 

Index No. : 102 17 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

icr 4-J 
y, Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

Petar Louric and Janja Louric 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs c c '  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10750 
DEC 15 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No.: 102171/02 

PETAR LOURIC AND JANJA LOURIC, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. , F I L E D  p’ 
f 

DEC 2 2 2011 
f 1 

COUN73’ CLERK’S OFFfCE 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Petar Louric and Janja Louric 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

Hon. SheXy Klein Heitler 

1235-201 49 



This document relates to: 

PETAR LOURIC 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Phintifl , 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2 ) s  8-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 

a COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

.~ 

SO ORDERED: 

Aitorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 

hZELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

4 



FELIX OJEDA (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __"l___rr___________l________________l__-------------~"--------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

E D  
WEITZ & LUXENBERGl P.C, 
Attorneysfor Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
; COUN 1 y ~ ~ R X ' F  Qi 1 iC54ttorneysfor Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway I NEW Y m K  KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL -_____l_____l_r-----------_----------------------~--------------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X -----_------__"________r_______________l-------------------------"----- 

This document relates to: Index No,: 10250912002 

JAMES J. PRINGLE (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _r__--------______l______r______________---"-----"-------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORZIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 
- , l  

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

By: 

[tanto Borruso, Esq. 
oseph J. Ortego, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP 

D 

B 

WEITZ & LUX1 

By: 

Attorneys for Plainti8 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1735-2728 
( 5  16) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, [ L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 

13686476. I 

F 
' COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

NEW YORK i 
B 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. O'BRIEN, 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 102837/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., mC., et ul. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. t 

,2011 DEC 2 2 2011 

!Ad 
OkwLdeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John J. O'Brien 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6582 
DEC 1 5  20114 



RICHARD A. WOOD (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_________r_____l__"r________r_________r_----"--"---------------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

r i  
,G 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12)558-5500 

hdARh GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JEFSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNWK,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTCN, NJ 

pa BOX 480 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARK D. ASHTON, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-103375 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

SAtdJELhdROWITZ, tSQ. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Mark D. Ashton 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003- 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 2 2 2011 1 

I 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 55C- Q 1 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANK T. WEBER AND CATHERINE COLE 
WEBER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103447/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Indus f rial Equipment Co., be h d  the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs F \ L E D 7 ; ;  
2 2  ZDZl 1 

Dated: New Y k, N w York 

Oy-FIGE 
/ . r l . 9 , 2 0 1 1  DEL 

&k/ 
GLEcI 

COUN NEHyoHyc 

w 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frank T, Weber and Catherine Cole Weber 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, New York 10003 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUCER, P.C. 

New York, New York 10004 
I S O  Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

I 324-721 6 



c 

This Document Relates To: 

PATRICK MYERS and MARYANN MYERS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- 

ABB LUMUS CREST, DE., et al., 
Index No.: 103452102 

Defendant(s), : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBE 
700 Broadway DEUTSCH, LLP 
New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Patrick Myers and MaryAnn 
Myers 600 Third Avenue 

NSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 

New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

(Ol0525Sl.DOC 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103454/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON AND LOUETTA 
WASHINGTON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

COUNT/ CLEPS GLiQeee &-, NEW Yo 
OkwLdeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Washington 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Asbury C. Washington and Louetta 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, D K  152011 

324-7508 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED, 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103454-02 
! 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON AND LOUETTA 
WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Washington 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Asbury C. Washington and Louetta 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M C  1 5  2011 2082-10754 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ F I L E D  7 without costs. 

4 .  

DEL 2 2  2Ol1 1 
,2011 

IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 103454/02 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON AND LOUETTA 
WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, ‘Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Treadwell Corporation Asbury C. Washington and Louetta 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Washington 

New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
eitler 

DEC 152011 
Hon. S h e 6  mein H 

1235-1 148 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON AND LOUETTA 
WASHINGTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103454/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Asbury C. Washington and Louetta 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Washington 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

, (212) 558-5500 

J 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S&$fKlein fieitler 

E C  152011 
1122-1635 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103454/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ASBURY C. WASHINGTON AND LOUETTA 
WASHINGTON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I -against- 

A. C .  & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Washington 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-26262 
U€C 1 5  2011 



ASBURY C. WASHINGTON (DEC.) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- < 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____ll___lr----________l_____rr_________------------------~----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5S8-5500 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite SO1 ~~~~~~'~ 'JtHarrison, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 

n 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCA 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103681/02; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER z 

COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby req&sts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

+ ' A 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defddant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

-. Paul Josephs, Esq. I E D MAlUNGOODMAN,LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway DEC 2 2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10903 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Bnison, New York 10528 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE300 Mamaroneck Avenue 

NEW YORK 

0000067798M038 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____l""l__t_r_______-----------------II-""--------- X NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This document relates to: 

ROBERT NOBLE, 
Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
l____"_"l"_r_____r_____________1__1111__------------------l"-"-------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

2 KEELER-DORR-OLIVERvBOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismcssed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

1 (212) 661-1151 
x 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALEX GLINOS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103750-02 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New /?p5p Yor Ne ork F I L E D  
,2011 i 

rJ2C 2 2 2011 
4 

Nfcole Wesselrnann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Alex Glinos 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I SO ORDERED, 

~ 

Won. Sherri Ide i i  Heitler 

2082-10755 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 103750/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALEX GLINOS, 

\ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

COUNTY CL.FPK'S OFFICE ' /  

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Alex Glinos 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P+c. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, -Ld25!2 
Hon. Sherri Klkin Heitler 

D E6 ;k 5 20 11 2383-2s372 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) , ,  

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
j Index No,: 103750/02 

ALEX GLINOS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S,, INC., et ul. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Alex Glinos 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 324-6470 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 103750/02 

ALEX GLINOS, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & $., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F Q ~  ? 3 

2 2  2411 .r' ,2011 

AIex Glinos 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC.  WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

$0 ORDERED, 

1122-1178 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALEX GLINOS, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 103750/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York e ork 
4 q A o 1 1  F I L E D 

Treadwell Corporation Alex Glinos 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (21 2) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-693 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ROSCOE E. ROWELL, JR. (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X - - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - ~ ~ - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " " ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

hZELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 



PHILLIP A. RETAN (Dec,) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ___________________________________111_1-"~--~-----"~~~"-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

F I L  
DEC 2 

Attorneys for Plaintisf 

New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

bEC 0 1201u 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Truch North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

0, NY 1 1735-2728 
832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 1 L E D DECl52011 

13686476. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DONALD M. TAYLOR, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 103870/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I ~ F I L E D ;  
DEC 2 2 2011 ,201 1 

1 

ci 

edeo N. Okoh, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Donald M. Taylor 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-651 I 



c 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

' 5  
, .  ' . ,  

.. , . .  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

FRANK J, SAITTA 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice @d without costs. 

' & COURTNEY. P.C. - 
-WEITZ & LU 

Attorneys for Adience W a  BMI, Inc. 
'$ 530 Saw Mill River Road 

(212) 558-5500 Ctpi:\GE Elmsford, New York 10523 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 5  2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

FRANK CALDERONE and BERNADETTE 
CALDERONE, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ____1____1_1_--___-_-----------------------------------------"-------" 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

n A  

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 DEC 2 2 2811 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

F I L E D  
Hwrison, New York 10005 

COUNTY CLERKS afflmz12) 661-1151 
NEW Y r n K  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN A. HYNES, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 104165/02 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

P A  
Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John A, Hynes 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6502 

DEC 15 201lr 



JO€€N A. HYNES, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

N! CAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 104165/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rkkuests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainiifl 

, E31 L E D 7 COMPANY 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

(212)558-5500 ' 9' 

(212) 661-1151 DEC 2 2 2011 
1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORJS CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 104165/02 

JOHN HYNES, 
Plaintiffis), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs * r 

F I L E D - ?  to either party. 

Dated: ,2011 
NewYork,NewYo& DEC 2 2  2rlfff 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(2 12) 65 1-7500 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NMIBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-104165 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN A. HYNES 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
John A. Hynes 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: - 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

: I.A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HAROLD L. GREEN AND EVELYN B. GREEN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120391/01 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being 110 opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross. claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
- 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Harold L. Green and Evelyn B. Green 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-1172 



Plaintiff, 

- against - 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section s 3 2 1 2 ,  dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against 

defendant BURPJHAM LLC, with prejudice,  and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that dp'oq notice to a l l  co-de 

1 defendant BURNH 
k, 2 L 

Y 
CLERK'S OFFICE 

Brook1 n,  New York D;;k , 2011 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff 
Michael Flynn BURNHAM LLC 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 

' Attorneys for Defendant 

212-558-5500  
N0. :11084-3085 

So Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
___l______r___l_____-~~~~--~~~~----~~~--_---~------"---~-------- -"---- .  NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.G04304/2W 
12039 1/2001 

(Heitler, J.) -- - - -- 
_/-- 

_________"___1__-______l_____________l__------------------"----------- X 
This document relates to: 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 1 COMPANY 
--r---r--r--------------r---r--l----r--------------"------~~------"-------- ' X  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DOIIR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DDRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEIT2 & LUXEMERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for praintiff .J Attorneys fir Defendant 
700 Broadway F I L E D d ~XELER-DORR-OLIVERBOILER 
New York, New York 10003 ! COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

(212) 661-1151 
4 Harrison, New York 10005 

C O U N ~  CLERKS LA W E  
NEW YOHK 

,"-- 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MICHAEL FLYNN ~ 0 3 9 1 i O l  & 

A.O. SMITH WATER, ET. AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

104304/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

V. 

WHEREFORE, defendant CATERF'ILLAR, INC. hereby request summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
defendant CATERPILLAR, INC,., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. 

_. 

;" && -~ 

Michael Fanelli, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

pv,+-*" 
Karen ager, Esq. 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BFUEN & 
COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028,92576 
(914) 345-7301 

(PH497085.1) DE[: i 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
X - I I - - - - __ll_l_l__lll___l____-lll----l- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ________-___________ll____l___l_______ 

This Document Relates to: 
MICHAEL FLYNN, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 

MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., 
INC. , et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

PLASTERING CO. ,  INC. , 

. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . , , . .  .:.::,.* 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING 

CO,, INC. , with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

DERED, that upon notice to a ,end??? I -  1 ,claims and 
_ _  

cross claims against defendant MARIO & DIBONO PL E ING C O . ,  INC. 

, be dismissed with prejudice and without costs. flu, 
Dated: yn, New York 

Cullen and Dykman LLP 

l1 Michael Fanelli, Esq. 

Weitz & Luxenberg 
Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
Michael Flynn MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO. 
700 Broadway, 6th Floor INC . 
New York, New York 10003 177 Montague Street 
212-558-5500 klyn, New York 11201 

) 855-9000 ' 

Our File No.:10924-3289 

S o  Ordered: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
II----______--_--_______l___l________l__ X NYCAL 
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
X (Heitler, J.) _ _ _ _ _ - l f f _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - l l _ - - - - - - - - I - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

-- ..7 

I 

I 

Michael Fanelli, E s q .  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff 
~ D GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway 
I 177 Montague Street New York, NY 10003 

MICHAEL 0. FLYNN, 

Plaintiff (s), 
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (‘‘NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a 

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Michael 0. Flynn and Marie Flynn, Index No,: 02-104304 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant Standard Motor Products, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: New York, New York &. - A  

- fld?R/FrnfK 
berg 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New Yurk, New York 10003-9536 
2 12.5 58.5500 

EC I 
SO ORDERED, 

ad%&P 0 
Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 

W 
McCarter & English, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Standard Motor Products, Inc. 
245 Park Avenue, 27'h Floor 
New York, New York 10167 
212.609.6800 

9 2011 

ME1 I251 IY0lv.l  



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JERRY DIAMOND and JOANN DIAMOND 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 104308-02 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 

, LIPTAK & NOWAK, LLP 
Attorneys for P/ainfiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York. NY 10003-9536 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

F I L E D  



7 1 04-120( 1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

I 
I NYCAL 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I LNDEXNO: 1 
JERRY DIAMOND and JOANN DIAMOND 

Plaintifs 

-against- 

A.C. and S., Inc., et al. 
Defendants 

I 
I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMXNT MOTION 
I AND ORDER I 

I 
I 

WEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor-in-interest to 

Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned 

matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Motion Control, with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against Motion 

Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

... . .  . .. 

.. . 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
2 1 2-5 5 S-5 506 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Dated: New York, New York 

By: 

.. -. . 

-- , 

- 
HARWOODLLOYD, LLC 
3% Fifth Avenue, 59' Floor 
New York, NY 101 18 
2 12-268-5 i36 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Lndustries, Inc. 

f l  
DEC 2 2 2011 4 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SO ORDERED: 
NRW YORK - 

. a! 

183 1997-1 .DOC 



Y 

HOAOLWD. LONQO 
WDRAN, DUNST & 
DWHAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_- 
~ 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD L. BOSSEY and JANE BOSSEY, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-104521 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREJ defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

- 
SAM~EL MEIROWIT~, ESQ. 1 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Richard L. Bossey and Jane Bossey 

New York, NY 10003 

SOORDERED:F I L E 
DEC 2 2 2 ? J  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaint@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1735-2728 

SO ORDERED, # 

I I3686476 I 



t I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
ROBERT LEWANDOSKI I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 105 166/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience flWa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

--.- 

6 h n  THopwood, Esq. 
MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience flWa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

- 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

(914) 345-7301 
A File No.: 473.86834 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward Samson 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1055 10/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

_. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John Reina 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105559/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 8 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

ITZ & BLAU, LLP 
F'. - 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

*..I " 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105559/02 

John Reina 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE? defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED? that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

r York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street,,JE2'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

DEC 2 2  2011 



JOHN REINA, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ______r_------_________l__r_r___________---------""------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORLIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 1 'i! 1"' fn Attorneys for Defendant 
~ v \ @  KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER 700 Broadway DL- 

New York, New York 
(2 1 2)5 5 8 -5 5 0 0 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 105562/02 
I This document relates to: 

ERICH SZILLUS AND MARTHA SZILLUS, 
I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s) I NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 

A.C. & $., INC., et al., 

Defendantlsl. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Cower & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Courter & Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. - F I L E D  -1 I 

Da.td: New York. New York DEC 2 2 2011 
L. 

M C G I V ~ ~ E Y  & KLUGER, P.C. MEfiz &Tuk 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Erich Szillus and Martha Szillus 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 , 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1122-2983 

w Hon. Sherry Kleinkeitler 

DEC 15  2011 
{NO1 11 169-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S.Part30 
I (Heitler, J.) 
I This document relates to: 

ERICH SZILLUS AND MARTHA SZILLUS, 
Index No.: 105562/02 

I 
I 
I 

Plaintiff( s) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I Defendant( s) . I 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice,to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with - 

prejudice and without costs. 

Z ~ Y T ~ ,  New,York 
201 1 

F 
i 
c 

- 
\' u 

Attorneys for Defendants 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Company 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Erich Szillus and Martha Szillus 
700 Broadway 

New York, New York 10004 A I  New Ya Irk, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 -5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher@Kiein Heitler 324-6518 

{N0111170-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAI, 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 I.A.S.Part30 I (Heitler, J.) 

I Index No.: 105562102 
I This document relates to: I 

I 
I 
I 

ERICH SZILLUS AND MARTHA SZILLUS, 
I 

Plaintiff(s) NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I MOTION AND ORDER -against- I 

A.C. & $., INC., et al., 
I 

Defendant(s). I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary j u d m a t  in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  ! a  

New York, New York 
5- ,2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Erich Szillus and Martha Szillus 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
1235-2504 

(NO1 11 167-1) 
DEC 15 20114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I LA.S.Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

This document relates to: 

ERICH SZILLUS AND MARTHA SZILLUS, 
I Index No.: 105562/02 

Plaintiws) I I NO OPPOSITION 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

Defendant(s1. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and khe same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
3 

DEC 2 2 2011 1 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Erich Szillus and Martha Szillus 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25399 

/ 
{N0111171-1} 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, WNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEV 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2M 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

pa  BOX BO 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-105562 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I.A.S. Part30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ERICH SZILLUS and MARTHA SZILLUS, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., 1 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, 

DATED: 

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant, NEW Erich Szillus and Martha Szillus 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH HOGAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et al. 

Defendants. 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 105564/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y k N 
~~~,~~~ 

F I L E D  4 ? 

DEC 2 2 2011 
I 

OGnpg&,Q//-/ 
Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Elizabeth Hogan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

121 2) 509-3456 , (212) 558-5549 
, I  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sh&$Klein"Heitler 

DEC 1 5  2011 
324-651 6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH HOGAN, 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105564/02 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S . ,  INC., et al. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N~~~~~~ 

J niferA F s hettoxsq. 
d o r n e y  for ufendant  
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

\J 
k,">'$ 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Elizabeth Hogan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
r_l.. 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 5  2011 
1122-2900 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105564/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH HOGAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 
L 

Treadwell Corporation Elizabeth Hogan 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1235-2422 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105564-02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH HOGAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby di udice and without 

costs. D 7  5 

Dated: New Yor N //7&f;;: DEC 2 2 2011 
1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK d 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Elizabeth Hogan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10758 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.> 

j Index No.: 105564102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ELIZABETH HOGAN, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
/ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. Elizabeth Hogan 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 



LILLIAN S. CZERMINSKI, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KlCELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X r___r___________________________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-S500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



LOREN J. BROWN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ________________________________________----------"--"-"-----------"-" 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

F I L E  

co lmx  c 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



EDWARD GOEBEL 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X __________________--____________r__l____---1-----_--_-----------_----- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff rneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway ER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 mfl 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
2.2 Harrison, New York 10528 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105623102 

Edward C. Goebel 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway P= 116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Nkg,i#&eys for ~ 4 n a  Companies, LLC, 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward C. Goebel 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105623/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff inTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rocco L. Peluso, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105625/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly l u p t p f m e F t i B b e  y d  the same are 
; 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without dosts. + a  

DEC 2 2 2011 

li ~UNTYCLERKSOFRCE ' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

_ "  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. $ h e m .  HeitlG 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rocco L. Peluso, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105625/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 DEL 2 2 2j11 
(212) 558-5500 I @)UN'(Y CL_p;C'S C,FFIGE 

i NEW "IRK i 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

+-- 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 12011 



ROCCO L. PELUSO, JR., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
____________l___lr____________________f_----------------"-----------"- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 6  ' E D  Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway wc 2 2 201l 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

$ oFFlEE500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Hyrison, New York 10528 W M r N  CI 

wm (914) 412-7300 

DEC 0 1  2011 



ROBERT E. KERNS, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _ _ f _ _ " r r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert E. Kerns 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10571 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Co 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

" " Y Y  , 
r, T I , ,  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. --% 

Y " J  WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Yavitz, 
DARGER E 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

Craig Blau, Esq. 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K h &  r 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert E. Kerns 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10571 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

1 16 East 27* Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Carl P, Mangona 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1057 12/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 1 Index No: 105712102 

I 

I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
Carl P. Mangona 

1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

L " , 'A* 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -%+* "y4: %< I, Judith A. Yavitz q./Craig I I 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER E E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

F I L E D  
M C  2 2 2011 

COUN r w a m x s  ma 
WIPtW Y m l (  

2 
SO ORDERED, 

9 

i DEC 0 12011 " --4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
_f---__""_-----_____r______lr___________------------~------------------ X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

f_---___-------__-r-________r_______lr__-----------1-------"----------- X 
This document relates to: Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

STANLEY RYNDAK 

Plaintiff, JWDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
x ___1~_----__"1~--______l_______l________~~~-----~~-~---~~~----~~~~~--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOIRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

M-AIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 

50b Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

(212)558-5500 

C o U ~ ~ y ~ ~ ~ ~ K ' S  OFFICE !(212) 661-1 151 B, NE\NYORK d 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo,: 112561/0 , 105713/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 

0 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial E,quiprnent Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
1 ' :  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
McGivmY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frances Ryndak and Stanley Ryndak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

*,7.i* 1 i > 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6731 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., etal.  

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are herebs dismissed with prejudice and 
3 

without costs. 

WUNW cUERK'S OFF1 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Tread we1 I Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Howard H. I .  Haberer 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She$ kfein Heitler 

1235-71 57 



HOWARD H. HABERER, 
NO OPPOSITION 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff A@rneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway ~~LER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

New (2 12)558-5500 York, New York 10003 F I L E D 7 M P A N y  0 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
arrison, New York 10005 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212)66i-iisi I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

" I  

F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 

/ 3 
/ / COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ' 

NEW YORK 

L " 
Nicole Wes&nann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

- -  J 

Howard H. I. Haberer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC I5 2011 2082-10761 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J,) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Howard H, I. Haberer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25544 D f C  1520111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- ; MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Y - 
O'k'wkdeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Howard H. I. Haberer 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 324-6731 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, ; NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- \ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Couaer & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  v 
9 

DEL 2 2  2011 
1 

,2011 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Howard H. I. Haberer 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-7653 
DEC 13 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John H. Jakway 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) @ 
Index No: 10571 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York /p ? 201 1 

i -$,- - 
4 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 

l fw York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 

F I L E D 176East 27’Street, 12thFloor 

(212) 558-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 ( 12)452-53O0 
.I 

I 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Kenneth G. Miller 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1057 15/02 \ 0 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

10003 

L 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James 0. Hughes 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J .) 

Index No: 10571 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

.~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2*h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~. . 

This Document Relates to: 

Weslie Waldron 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) E) 
Index No: 10571902 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
* i  

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without / : F I L E D  o$ts 

Judith A. Yrvitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, aEc0920111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

John H. Jakway 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1057 15/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

W E E F O R E ,  defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12fh Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

,-.--.-*----'"'- 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 12011( 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James 0. Hughes 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 105715/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
i 

i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Weslie Waldron 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105715/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintifr s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

i 

DEC 2 2 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27’ Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

LLP 



CHARLES EARL FRENCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFlENDANT 
KTCELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 / L E 0 ~ 

700Broadway ! 

(2 12)55 8-5500 DEc 2 2  2011 1 

MARZN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLI PER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 I51 



JAMES BRENNAN (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X - - - - 1 " " 1 _ - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ ~ " - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ - - r - - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - ~ " " ~ - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-I30R&QLTVER. BOILER COMPANY, b e p d  tha same are hereby dismissed 

and w tho costs. F I L  
[I I f  1 b f-bDIf 

. _-.- 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

n 

.with prejudice 

- 

MARfN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

KEEL ER-D OAR-OLI VER BOILER 

Honoran S& 

/ . ---, (212) 661-1151 

0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Laviero 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105870/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

F I L E D  
/- DEC 2 2 2011 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

This Document Relates to: 

Joseph Laviero 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No: 105870/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

F’FC 0 1201t 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 105&71/02 
c!i ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David Weaver 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known D ~ F r r t i o k b e c d  thy &e are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. I 

r , Frank Ortiz, Esq. *.\> v c  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2  2011 ~~-~ - u v  
tz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
ANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(21 2) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC n 9 7071- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105871/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David Weaver 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. ? F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

,-.- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 108980/0& 105871/02) 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, - .c- /N 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Plaintiffs, 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and tbg same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, prejudice and without costs, 

+ 

Attorney for Plaint 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-6704 



HENRY CALEB BLACK, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLI'VER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_________1________1_____l__________l____-----------------------------" X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLLER COMPANY hereby rkd@&ts I . 

sumfnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3242,* 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defelidant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 1 COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

O f  Attorneys for Plaintifi 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 @C 2 

CE ' (212)661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I 
I 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
’ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No,: 108980/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

1 being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y k N w York pq$4?/#/ ,2011 
‘ I  

ttomey for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 

SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEV & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 n (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 
i Index No,: 108980/ 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC, et al. 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
%' ' 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEI,TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2082-11555 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I .AS.  Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 108980/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

.ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishnizln Liquidating Corp,, be and the sane are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: N ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ w , ~ ~ ~ ~  
F 1 L E * 

4 DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Vanston and Joan Vanston 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I' Y t , 1* 

~ ~ *".***.mu** SO:QWERED '*My* ,-Iu**w*\u * *.,-p -hlr* +,I" . ?. .uy- 

DECP 1 5  2011 
2383-25506 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

' Index N e  4082/05 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ELLEN A. COX, Individually and Executrix for the Estate [ 
of PHILIP R. COX, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et, al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same arc hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York I ~ F I L E D  
\\ \\l ,2011 

r 

I 

& Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Executrix for the Estate of Philip R. Cox 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6' Floor 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

4816-0480-4362. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105872/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
W 

This Document Relates to: 

Phillip R. Cox 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

s for Dana Companies, LLC, 
--116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105872/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Phillip R. Cox 

1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 
1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 
,I, 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are ereb dismissed 4 t h  prejudice and without 

costs. F I C e D  ' 9 :  T !  

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



DAVID G. MONTEROSSO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMAFtY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X -------____I______---------__-~----------------_-"---------------"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

E Qod',,Es MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintff 

New York, New York 

DEC 2 2 zo?4ttorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway ER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

(212)558-5500 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

Llt-L' 0 12011 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 105873-02 

CHRISTINE L. MONTEROSSO, Individually and as Proposed 
Executrix for the Estate of DAVID G. MONTEROSSO 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, N y c r k  
I\ \ ,2011 

. ' .Ir* -. 

4 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) t T D  FrrK&) nd tr s, I 7 
700 Broadway Suite 51 0 Rand Building 

Buffalo, NY 14203 
New York, NY 10003 14 Lafayette Square J Dm 2 2  2011 

7 CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

so ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Santo Borruso, Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

13686476. I 

Jericho, NY 11735-2 
(516)832-7500 p I L E 0 



FRANK COSTELLO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: * 

MA- GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 105874/02 

Frank 3. Costello 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York / yz ,  201 1 
b h 

( ill * . k + * L  

Judith A. Yavitz, E&./Craig Blau, Esq. 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P+ , l%-\E ~ DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff1 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 ewYork, NY 10016 
(2 12) 558-5500 DEC 2 2 2 0 ~ 1  (212) 452-5300 

16 Bast 27fh Street, 1 Zfh Floor 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105874/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Frank J. Costello 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and th 

costs. 

ith prejudice and without 

Dated: Nev, I +.-.. A 

7 
_-_I__ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \ DARGER~ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27‘h Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND, LONGO 
YORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VWLTSEY'S MILL RD 
NlTE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

a0 PATERSON ST 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

against 

INDEX NO.: 02-105874 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., I 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

clefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

I I \ \  
1 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, E&. 
IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

io ORDERED: 

DEC 2 2 2011 

- 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Frank J. Costello 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEC 0 1  2011f 
7 
I *  

! 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O U  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No; l, 5875/02, 1 10054/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S ,  TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 0 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 4 
F I L E D  + m -  

0L.L 2 2  20'' 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

Ronald S .  Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 5 201t 1 235-741 9 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No . 105875/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

10054/02 0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby disinissed with prejudice and 
.ii 

without costs, 

F I L E D  7 .i 
d 

DEC 2 2  2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald S. Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 1122-7915 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i 

. _. 

-. ‘ ’ “anner and Phyllis Tanner Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Konala 5.  1 

WEITZ & LL 
* 

New York, I 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5 

IXENBERG, P.C. 
7UO Broadway 

New York 10003 
500 

._  _ _  . 

SO ORDERED, 

EC 1 5  2011, 
2383-25507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No, E 5875/0 10054/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

0 
\ NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, KentiIe Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGNNEY & QUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald S. Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 152011 

2082-10764 



RICHARD CONKLIN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ____l_r_____"_________________l__l______-----------_------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

rr.. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PCaint~f 
700 Broadway 

1 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald Carrier0 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J,) 

Index No: 105876/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRA*E YAVITZ&J&AU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon, Sherry K. Heitler 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald Carrier0 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 105876/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and 

costs. 

New York, NY 10003 New Y ork, NY 1 00 1 6 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Kkei t le r  



_. _ _  

HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATEKSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBWJNSMCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

mi WTSEY'S MILL RD 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105876 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEN~, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Richard J. Conklin 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 nl.  

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST B 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATrORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Po Box 480 
NNVBRUWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON W 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD CARRIERO, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I . A S  Part 30 
(Heitlet, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105876 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
t+( 11 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Donald Carrier0 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

c 



HOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
4U PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSMICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEV'S WL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, as Executor for the Estate of 
ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105876 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
( I (  131 

MONICA R. KOSTRZE~A, WQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attor &ys for Plaintiff (s) , 

Alb Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 'Broadway 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 0890aEC 2 2 2011 New York, NY 1000 

WEITZ ti LUXENBERG, LLP 

J. Fiocco, as Executor for the Estate of : F I L E D  Ant ony J. Fiocco 

c 
' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

SO ORDERED: NEW YO 

DEC 0 1  2011 



, "  

HOAQLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DWST 8. 
DOUKAS, CLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, W 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

IRIS SCHNEIDER, as Administratrix for the Estate of 
LARRY SCHNEIDER, and IRIS SCHNEIDER, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et ai.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105989 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
+( 1 b  

MONICA R. K ~ S T R ~ W A ,  E ~ Q .  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, Iris Schneider, as Administratrixfor the Estate 
Kohler Co. neider, and Iris Schneider, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Bo 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

< .  

DEC 2 2 2011 New york, NY 100 __.- x " 

3 0  ORDERED: NEW YOR 

OEC 0 120111 



LARRY SCHNEIDER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _ _ _ _ _ l ~ ~ r - - - - _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ r ~ -  

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIKER BOILER 

aroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 
New York 10528 

(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable She'rry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 



DONALD HASKINS, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ___________1_----_"""~~-----------------~~~~-~---"~~~--------------~~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaint@ 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 
$a@sm$jtt;b'ork 10528 

O*91#) 41 
SO ORDERED: 

: Honorable Sherry Klein tler, J.S.C. 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B R U N W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

RITA C. HASKINS, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of DONALD HASKINS, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-105990 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hertJy requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
I l b l  IJ  

HOAGLAND. LONGO. MORAN ' WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP L y  
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defenda IF I L E D ' Rita C. Haskins, Individually and as Executrix 
Koh le r Co. ' 

Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 

for the Estate of Donald Haskins 
40 Paterson Street - PO BO 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 

700 Broadway 

1 CLERK'S OFFICE 
SO ORDERED: NEW 'foRK v - -  

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEC 0 1 2o1Ir 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
FRANCIS JOSEPH TOWELL I.A.S. P & a . )  

Index No. 6021/ 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice pyd without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

O'NEILL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 
File No.: 473.86668 

Inc. 



GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLJVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X l l~~_~"rr_______________l____r__________-- - - -~~~l~~~~~~~-- - - - - - - - - - -~" 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 
(2 12)558-5500 Avenue, Suite 50 1 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8. 
DWKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO B3X 480 
NEWBRJNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

BEACH TERWILLIGER, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF GARY R. TERWILLIGER, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et ai., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106223 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
q11( 1 \ 

Y.  Y 

MONICA R. I?& TMEWA, &a. 
HOAGLAND, L O N ~ O ,  MOWN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Beach Terwilliger, as Executrix for the Estate 
of Gary R. Terwilliger 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 - , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106266/02 

Irving Spitz 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY ' 

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 
(212) 452-5300 

10016 

SO ORDERED, 7 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 

c 

Index No.: 106266/02 
DAVID SPITZ as Administrator for the 
Estate of IRVING SPITZ NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, 

and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same $ 3  are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
'I: 

and without costs. F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New Yo&c 2 2 2011 

\\\ k.\ ,2011 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFlc -. 

EW YORK .c 

Bria; Sorensen, Esq. 
McELKOY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

Irving Spitz 

Index No: 106266/02 

I 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-4500 

- 

DARGER E 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 I l F I L E ~  7 '  



IRVING SPITZ, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- 0XU)ER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
_______1____"___--____________________I_~~~~~~"~~-----------------~--- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated 

c E D 

I / 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 

700 Broadway ,L 2 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
Attorneys for Plaintiff f* \y 
New York. New York 10003 n ~ b  ,,\&'OMPAM 

' MA- GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

c 

50$~,&lamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 E@ ov'"- (212)558-5500 
fl GL ,(OB& .-4%rrison, New York 10528 

G0UH HE. (914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

GEORGE M. WALSH 
Index 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fMa BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice jqd without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

.,- 

MARKS, O’NEILL, O’BRIEN 
& COURTmY, P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Iac. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 473.86672 
(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1520111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JAMES R. SKENE 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc., hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience fllda BMI, Inc., with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

C" 

MARKS, O!NJZILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY; P.C. 
Attorneys for Adience f/Wa BMI, Inc. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

abL 2 2 2v-J (914) 345-7301 
(212) 558.5500 

ile No.: 473.86660 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of j 
i Index No,: 120388/ 

RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA 
LEN AHAN, Individually, 

j 
\ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, \ MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., TNC., et ul. 

Defendants. J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
w *I 

1122-17881 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____"_-r--________"__r________l________----"----------~---------~----- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

X --_______r-_-------_II__________________-------"-----------"------"---- 

This document relates to: Index No.: 

RONALD P. LENAHAN (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVF,R BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

' Defendant. COMPANY 
"-" _------- l__"" -----_-_-I-" ..------____d*--" f_---_-d" -..-----_*I- ,. ----d x 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

suxnmary judgment in the above-entitIed case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

. : I I I I KEELER-DORR-OLWER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

% I  

I 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Harrison, New York 10005 
DEC 2 2 2041 (212)661-1151 

I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

A 

THEDOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of ! 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA j 
LENAHAN Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S.,.INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERE.D, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

m- 1 I 

F 

U b k  
Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant' Attorney for Plaintiffs \! 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald Paul Lenahan and Barbara Lenahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

1 ,  

SO ORDERED, 

324-6318 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 

j IndexNo.: 120388/0 Q , 106292 

i (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of ! 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA j 
LENAHAN, Individually, i NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, / MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. J 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

I defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby %dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D -7- . - - _  . I  

7 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald Paul Lenahan and Barbara Lenahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
* m-4 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-17327 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 120388/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CHRIS BEDNEY LLC, Executor for the Estate of 
RONALD PAUL LENAHAN and BARBARA 
LENAHAN, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

I 

Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald Paul Lenahan and Barbara Lenahan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2082-10745 



ANGEL0 T. D'AGOSTNO 

Plaintiff, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLnTER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

'1. . . JSEELER-DO IVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby,dismissed with prejudi+ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2)5 5 8-5 5 00 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 461-1151 



- " ,  

... 1 .  ! i  " .  

I.D. CAPLES (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, 

KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COIMPANY 
_____~c-____"I---____l_l_______r________~~--_~~~~--~~~---~~"~--------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OmERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

, . , 1 i -  KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudiqe 

OFF'' MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
--,-- Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG; P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff k 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVBR BOILER 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57'h Floor 

+.New York, New York 10005 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

//- 
a / .  

Honorable ShdhyKfee n w i t r  D E  0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William Almond 

Index No: 106457/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

1 Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
' 

1 New York, NY 100 16 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 2 2011 1 16 East 27'h Street, 1 2'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 COUN ry G I - E ! ? ~ ~  OFFICE (212) 452-5300 
NEW YORK - a 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George A. Walker, Sr. and Phyllis L. Walker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 324-670 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

.. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William Almond 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106457102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

- I  
Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 i 

///a3 ,2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

./Craig Blau, Esq. 
E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, e 



LELAND KIRK WEBSTER, JR., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X r----_______"___r_----------~---------------"----"-------""----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOZLER 

(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 106508/02 

Anthony Celeste, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

F costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Y 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

flEC 0 1  2011' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 1 NYCAL 

I This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106508/02 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I no opposition thereto, 

John C. Buckley 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 Zth Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH ERSEV 
701 WLTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOMON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY CELESTE and CONCETTA CELESTE, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106508 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains’ 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQY 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

FILED-  
\ DEC 2 2  2011 1 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 1 j 

A 
NEW YORK 

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. 
WElTZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Anthony Celeste and Concetta Celeste 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- 7  

--. 

Honorable S 



WGLAND, LON00  
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
N R N B R M C K , N J  

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

701 WLTSEY'S MILL m 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

INDEX NO.: 02-106508 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

- 
VIO~ICA R. K O S T ~ Z E W A , ~ ~ Q .  
iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
\lew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

John C. Buckley and Kathleen M. Buckley 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lein Heitler 

BX-TOKEN-3 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John C. Buckley 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

1 
.pa&fz, EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 

ER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorney5 for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street. 1 2th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106508/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Anthony Celeste, Sr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana C 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 t 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

_..__*".-" . 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. KEAHON AND JULIA KEAHON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DEC' 1 5  2011 324-6713 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
\ SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and #e same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

or&c 2 2  2011 ! 

/ 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Salvatore Tine and Frances Tine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6713 



ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

O L W R  BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ________---____I"______1________________--"---------"---"------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

\ 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 ' \ Harrison, New York 10005 
d \ (212)661-1151 

2 2 2Qtl 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
L 

prejudice and without costs. 

DEL 2 2 2011 Dated: New Yo k, N w York 

f 
’ 201 1 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE w ir 

Okweyeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roland E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-6713 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New ~~~~~ Yor Ne York F ' L E o  
,2011 

DEL- 2 2  2011 
t' 

-. 
u N ~ c L E R ~ f s  

W Q / (  
% 

N:cole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

- 

Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Friets 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10766 

DEC f 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

T I  

Tishman Liquidating Corp, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, PC. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
, New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

E C  15 2011 2383-25532 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I F I L E  without costs. 

Dated:  ne^^^^^^^^ 
Dtb  2 2 2011 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

j I.A.S, Part 30 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

compIaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

I 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

HerbeiL. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (2 12) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4627 

1 5 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAL 

I I.A.S.Part30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
(Heitler, J.) 

I This document relates to: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. AND JEANNE LA I 
I DIEU, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff(s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I MOTION AND ORDER 
I 

I 
-against- I 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 
I 

De fendant(s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ronald E. La Dim, Sr. and Jeanne La Dim 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0408AD 

{NO1 11 165-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

-against - 

A.C. & S. ,  INC., et al., 

I Defendant( s) . I 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

11 0790/02 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I 

This document relates to: I 

W ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. AND JEANNE LA 
I I DIEU, I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s) I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

! MOTION AND ORDER 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and moss claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

! $ F I L E D  I prejudice and without costs. 

T%&& 
WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ronald E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

New York, New York 10004 New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25532 

I {N0111163-1} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

L i! 
,2011 

Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

15 2011 
1122-5104 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

i Index No @*0843,02 * 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Ne Y , N e  York 
D t L  2 2 2011 ~ ~ ~ ~ , 2 0 1 1  

1 1 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 324-6713 



SALVATORE TINE (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dxmissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

I with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

t;defendant 

prejudide t 

Pi-; I 

.,/* 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

-- 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 DEC 2 2 2E1' 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

7 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
i 

I Harrison, New York 10005 
~ ~ I J N ~ " ~ . ~ - E R K ' S  OF, ' (212) 661-1151 

NEW YOHK 

~ ,. 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN FRIETSCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

\ (  mEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rdquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 
* ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

R BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby di 
I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYorkI& I L E D 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

E L  2 2 20fl 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
I Attorneysfor Defendant 
'!KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
'POMPANY 
$00 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Vincent J. Auletta 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106509/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 1 JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. h 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. G i  ler 

u c  0 1201, 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

VINCENT J. AULETTA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

7. P ~ E R K S  OFFICE 
MYORK WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Y .x 

Rodrigo Armadd I$4m GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORLIERED: 



HOAGVUUD, LONGO 
MORAN,DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRWIISWCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WlLTSEVS MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JOANN ZAITA, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE 
OF VINCENT AULETTA 

against 

A.C. AND S., INC., ET AL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106509 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 
\ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New York, New York 

1 1  I31 / I  

L X - 3 - d  
WENDY R. KAGAN, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, Joann Zaita, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Kohler Go. Vincent Auletta 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 700 Broadway 

+Jew York, NY 10 a"s"e E D New Brunswick, New Jer 

HERRY KLEIN HEITLER 
SO ORDERED: 

C:C;Li.I 1 V CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

BX-JUNE-17 

. . - . 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106509/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

Vincent J, Auletta 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward Samson 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1065 10/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and ' 

costs. 

Dated: New Y 

e hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

LLP 



EDWARD SAMSON, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
_________---_____"--_______r_________l__--_---"~------~"-------------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

.-. Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



RALPH J. DE GEORGIA, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X __r_______l"_______l__lr_____l__________----------------------"------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant JSEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph J. DeGeorgia 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106574/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

-. I*')* u '1 

ici 2 2 ZOHDARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
&s for Dana Companies, LLC, 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 NnN yoRK New York, NY 100 16 

ast 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph J. DeGeorgia 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106574/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

1 16 East 27th Street, 1 Zth Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

+---" 

SO ORDERED, 



JOHN K. HUBER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
________________"r________________I_____---------------------"-------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for  Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 

DEC 0 12011' 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, WMST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEV 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NON BRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTON. hw 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

FRANK HUBER, AS ADMNISTRATOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF JOHN K. HUBER, AND FRANCIS 
HUBER, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereb] 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106577 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

M ~ N I C A  R. KOSTRZE~A, ESW 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick. New Jersev 08903 'y 

SOORDER : I L E D-' 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP \\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Frank Huber, as Admnistrator for the Estate of 
John K. Huber, and Francis Huber, Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10 



HOAQLAND. LONG0 
MORAN. WNSf B 
DOLKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW ERUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 

SUTE 202 
HAWMONTON. NJ 

701 MLTSEYS MILL RD 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M. BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, INDIVIDUALLY, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

INDEX NO.: 02-106578 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ a l l q  11 , .  

MONICA R. KOSTRZEW v 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAK 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SOORDERED: F I L E 
-13 

T WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Judy F. Buczek, as Executrix for the Es ate of 
Paul M. Buczek, and Judy F. Buczek, 
Individually 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEC 0 1  2011 



HOAGLQND, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
WUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
M1 WTSEY'S MILL WB 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CARL CUCCO, JR. and GAETANA CUCCO, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-106578 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
1 / / 3 / ' /  

z&7'z= 
MATTHEW T. MACTINTYRE~SQ. 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. -0 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO~&I L E D 9 w  York, NY 10003 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attqrneys for Plaintiffs, 
Carl Cucco, Jr. and Gaetana Cucco 

SO ORDERED: F 

DEC 0 12011 

BX-JURY-6 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

This Document Relates to: 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

Index No: 106578/02 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *. DARGER E E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 1 
New York, NY 100 1 FVoL E D 7 “1 

(212) 452-5300 : $  

i D ~ L  2 2 2011 
i 

COUNTY CLERK‘S OFFICE 
NEWYORK 4 

SO ORDERED, 



CARL cucco JR., 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 
112736102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
4Harrison, New York 10005 

\ mTy ~ p ~ f l S *  (212) 661-1151 
E W Y -  s&5e==. 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating by dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

&&& 2 E 2011 

N6WWW 

i 1 

i 
WU NTY C IX m m  '2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Y. !&, 9 +\ 
, A?.:: 

k, l a  
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael H. Wilson and Mari L. Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 
! I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
*$ 

, 2011 

4 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael H. Wilson and Mari L. Wi 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

J 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S h e w l &  HTitler 

- 

€52011 1235-8026 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
Y 

without costs. 1 

Michael H. Wilson and Mari L. Wi 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

Index No.: <$269+7/02 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co, 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6732 
DEC 1520111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE; NEW Y O N  COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N York & ,2011 

&vpy,&J/(J!L 
Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael H. Wilson and Mari L, Wilson 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEIT2 & LUXEMERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10799 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
J.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6853 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Y rk, N w York /+/ ,2011 
DEZ 2 2 2011 

1 
I GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

r 

" +  . 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10796 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, F I L E D :  
DEC 2 2 2011 

4 
CLERK’S OFFICE 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation Dave James, Sr. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
. .  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6312 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

i 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

i 

OEC 2 2 2011 
4 

I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr. 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 (212’) 558-5500 

I 

11226807 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No . 1 6580/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

113244/02 0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 02. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F D 1 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Dave James, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.c, 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
n 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25543 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: e 

~~ 

GUY MARKS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

I against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
I 

i i  i F I L E D  
Dated: I I  130 , d l l  DEC 2 2  2011 

New York, New- 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

(212) 651-7500 

DEC 0 9 2011 



V 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER "against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Robkrt Darish, Esq, *&herJ- f$ 
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plantiffs I 
Treadwell Corporation Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 , (212) 558-5500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 

and 

- 

fF 9 2011 *235-7731 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo+, Ndxvr vArL 4 * .  W I V 1 A  

Attornev for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDEED, 

1122-8228 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Aaron O'Brien 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106581/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

D+RGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP D A$orneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 I6 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 * *"' NewYork,NY 10016 

SO ORDERED, 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
10/17/11 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GUY MARKS 
1 NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

__.__._ "_______.._______________________-----..-"~---------~----------"--. I ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-6765-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules g 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
r____ -.*- -- ~ 1 ~~ 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6720 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs , \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 13 );. 9 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P,C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
1212) 509-3456 

I Guy M&ks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2383-25560 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DEC 2 2  2011 
1 

,2011 
COUNJY CLERK‘S OFFICE 

NEW YORK 
-+ 

Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2571480 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O K  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) -.- - 
Index 4 3 9 3 2 / 0 2  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

ley fkbefenhant ' Attorney f2 
c/ Kentile Floors, Inc. Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

11EC 0 12011 
2082-10797 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Aaron O'Brien 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106581/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. Yuitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William L. Carpenter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106690/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY IO0 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

lN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William L.Carpenter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106690/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OFtDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Corporation, be and the same are PT.LDED 3 
defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 4 
7 

E 1 

DEC 2 2 2011 

%G Judith 4 Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY \ NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PEGGY LOFTON, 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E i 

DEL 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS 0 
NEW YORK 

wedeo N. Okoh, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peggy Lofton 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6858 QU 1 5  2011 



SUPREME COTJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PEGGY LOFTON, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 106690/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEIRED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 

I 5  2019 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES KEOUGH, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN J. KEOUGH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

I.A,S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. p I L  F g  .rl 7 % '  
Dated: Ne Y k,N w York 

~~~ ,2011 

Okwdeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frances Keough and John J. Keough 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

M C  X 5 2011 
SO ORDERED, 

324-6879 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New YO k, New York F I L E D 7 
-? IIJZZ ,2011 

aEc 2 2 2011 I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-4221 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John R. Frederick 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 I I -  - 

Craig Blau, Esq. 
YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORJS 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

F%g%zL- Attorney for Defendant 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherryxlein €%her 

1235-3749 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
lN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and s r E e  P w s T e d  with prejudice and without 
4 %  

". K h J  \ .- 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defeidant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2571-1643 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 106693/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

ROBERT SCHAETZER, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

~~~ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLah with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. L -  

G / ,2011 
ork, k swYo& DEC 7 3 mi n 

Dated: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. s 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John R. Frederick 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J. j 

Index No: 106693/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12'h Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

,. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Norman J. Reinard 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106694/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

1 

(212) 558-5500 New (212) York, 452-5300 NY 100 16 F I L E D  .;I .J ' 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION Y-,. 

“ r . p  ) 
L‘, ’ 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 106694/02 

Norman J. Reinard 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation be and the same are 
E- +-k 

F f L E D ”  hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27‘h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

LLP 



MORRIS BEHAR, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10669412002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

I W H E ~ F O ~ ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLJYER BOILER COMPANY hereby rkquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and withput cpsts. 
I /  I b WI I 

F i I E  s" tt&ys for Defendant 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

700 Broadway RLER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
K'OMPA NY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
damison, New York 10005 

F'CE ($12) 661-1 151 
SO ORDERED: wIp.*pu 

a 



ALBERT LUISA (DEC.) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby riquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and wjthoyt costs. 

8 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \21 
Attorneys for Plaintiff , ~ , E ~ Attorneys forDefendant 

New York, New York 80 3 4 COMPANY 

UtL 2 2 2011 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

' 590 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
H h s o n ,  New York 10005 

(2 12)558-5500 

'(212) 661-1151 

0 12041 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 
~ ~~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Tnc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10810 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No. lI 6695/0 , 11 8970/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
5 F I L E D  

DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishrnan Liquidating Corp. 
MCGTVNEY & UUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

,2011 D-EC 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6859 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. \ 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are herqy dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212)9;5500 

SO ORDERED, 

C 15 2011 
1122-4991 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 f f  

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 
1235-4.51 4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN A. GENTILE AND JUDITH A. GENTILE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John A. Gentile and Judith A. Gentile 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-6859 



SALVATORE FIGLIOLIA, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _r__--------_____l"___________1_________-------------------"---------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 100 
700 Broadway FILED 

500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
fiarrison, New York 10005 

(212)558-5500 

F\GE (212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
(Heitler, J,) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 106706/02 

Donald L. Sterner 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward M. Mclnerney, Jr. 

NYCAL f -  'z 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106706/02 

c) 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

ttogpeys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
16 @ast 27th Street, 12* Floor 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 '''' (212)452-5300 

I 

COUN f Y  CLERK'S Of [ C I i  rl* 

/-. 
NEW YOHK 

II 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward M. McInerney, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106706/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York,,New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERLNTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald L. Sterner 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106706/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

James P. Cahill 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106708/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. Yavitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2  2011 d 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard A. Chimera 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 106708/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

+*:, ':,I Frank Ortiz, Esq. ( *  I, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

1 

d 

Judith A. Yavitz, E&#./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

01 201, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O M  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

X ____"__________1_______111_______111____~~_----~~"---~"~-----~--------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

WARREN WHITE 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

.. Defendant. COMPANY 
X "_"-_______-______1"rr---------------111----~~"--~-~~----~~~--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OL WER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests ' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

h , J ,  ,REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MARIN GOODM 
Attorneys for Plaintin 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 ! COMPANY 

DEC 2 3, 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
flarrison, New York 10005 

(2 12)% 8-5500 

1 COUN'N CLERK'S O f H S  (212) 661-1151. 
F NEW YOW 

L 



THOMAS H. VALONE 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
, *  Defendant. COMPANY 

___I"__________________r_________l_lf___---~---------------------~~--- X 

WHERL?FORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGmNT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are heeby dismissed with prejudice 

" SOORDERE 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

(212) 661-1151 

JWELER-DORR-OLI W R  BOILER 

' Harrison, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 
j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo.: 0680S/ , 110524/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., PIC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 1 

,2011 , F I L E D I ,  * \  

1 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. Valone 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
I 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC 15 2011 

324-6710 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE? NEW YORK COUNTY / NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,2011 F I L E D ~  i 

DEC 2 2 2011 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. A<.: 
.% Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs k ~ i, 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Edward Lazore 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 081 5 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 ,201 1 

Treadwell Corporation Edward Lazore 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-5244 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

! IndexNo.: 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Edward Lazore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGJVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5721 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J*) 

j Index No.: G 06808/ 10586/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., N C . ,  et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

I ’  

Okwedeo N. Okoh, E s q w  
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Lazore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

DEC 15 2QHI 
SO ORDERED, 

324-671 0 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. i 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Edward Lazore 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2383-25536 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George E. Meirose 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1069 14/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2'h Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George E. Meirose 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1069 14/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Co F t i r t r E e ; l '  

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. -i 

DEC 2 2 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
f l  NEWYORK 

'>, y q J 2 0 1 1  
,I \ $ 5  -."$ *)-- 

1 , h  . 1 , ~ >UC>, 5 ~ ' "*A+-' 

4 
-yI *&-r ' : .r  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. %%>$, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

" 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Reitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence W. Lutrell 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1069 1 5/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 1 * F I L E D  
I @EC 2 2 2011 

v ) *  ;"' ,yy-p201 
, n  

~y CLERKS OF FlCE 
~ , J '  

v p 4,. *' 
-> ' b , 2 K h p d v  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

c \ 3 NtW yc.'!&dith A-, Yavitz, ET/Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

--.~ + - 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence W. Luttrell 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1069 15/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

%,' hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
7 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

. "~  

DEC 0 12011 SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-. . 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald J. Deon 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106963/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York nrp f i n  

\ \ * \  - 
./Craig Blau, Esq. 

E YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertiinTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

*.._+-..-- " 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106963/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ronald J. Deon 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New F I L E D  ork 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

-- 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry k. Heitler 



f " P  

HOAQLAND, LONG0 
MORAN, DWNST 8. 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEVVBRUNSWICK,NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL W 
SUITE 202 
WAhPVIONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-106963 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RONALD J. DEON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

3bove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

~ATED: flawo&a aQ .a o J 1 
New Brunswick, NJ 

WACzL4%, 
STEPHANIE C. BAKER, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
{ohler Co. 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30ORDERED: F I L E p 
(. .p 

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, ES6. 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Ronald J. Deon 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

* Hon. Sherry Kbin He'itler i 

DEC 2 2  201: 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alfred E. Smith 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same with prejudice and without 

9 !  
costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DEC 2 2  2011 

I I 

Ty CLERKS OFFICE , 
NEW YOIjK i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

.._" 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alfred E. Smith 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106964/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 

.f .<* 

Judith A. Yavitz,"Esq./Craig Blau,$sq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No. Q 16696412 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

------___I----------_____r______________-------------~----------------" X 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X __r~~-____________-_______l_l___________----"~~~~~-~-----------------~~ 

Ths document relates to: 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
-----1_"1-----------_________ll_r___r___------------------------------ X 

WHEMFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York'lOpO 
(2 12)558-5500 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

OLIVER BOILER 

DEc yanison, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George H. Bishop 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106965/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be with prejudice and without 

i 

costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

George H. Bishop 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 106965/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cosb. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DEC 2 2 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

~ 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 11 1326/0 0 106999/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., llerLuy requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, . .. Safeguard - Industrial . .... Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

",. prejudice and without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

u ~ c  15 20111 Won. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-671 I 



I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1326/02, 06999/0 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKX, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter. & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

1 .*.+ "* 

SO ORDERED, 

I 122-5617 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

[ Index No,: 11 1326/0 , 106999/ 

! (Heitler, J.) 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator ! 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

0 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
* I  It -i 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

'* SO~RDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Neitler 

DEC 15  20tlt 
1235-5200 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 11 1326/02 106999/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator / 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, [ NO OPPOSITION 

D 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT : MOTION AND ORDER Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

" Y  
costs. L 

" ,  
Dated: New,Y$rk, N@ York F I L E D  1 3 

' I /  1 

muNn CLERK'S OF 

- \ NEW voBK 
Y F -* t.dJ3y$ 

\I 

N i h e  Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

2082-10825 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORR 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

/--- THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: /--\ 
RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No,: 11 1326/0 , 106999/ u 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOW, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman . .. Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby disrnissqd with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WALTER W. WILSNACK, 111, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 107001/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEFtEFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGE MCCAMBR~DGE 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 07003/0 10714/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK W. JACOB AND DOROTHY 
JACOB, 

0 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipmen o b an e same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 
$le(&!&) 

DEC 2 2 2911 
Dated: NewY k ,N  York 

,201 1 

1 

& 
h 1 

Oywedeo N. Okoh, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frederick W. Jacob and Dorothy Jacob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6137 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No : 107004/ , 1151 57/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

F I L E D  r 3 

DEC 2 2  21311 

CO”N7-Y CLERKIS 0 
NEW Y W K  

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq, 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, PC.  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(21 2) 509-3456 500 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert J. Lydecker and Magrit Lydecker 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

b b h j  

SO ORDERED, 

324-671 2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j J.A.S. Part 30 
1 (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 
j Index N 1. 004/0 , 115179/02 

Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thompson, Lowell H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-9723 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yo , New York //pz4 ,2011 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Thompson, Lowell H. 
MCGIVNEY & UUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-9225 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J,) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

“against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
1 F I L E D 

DEC 2 2  20” 

Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCG~VNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thompson, Lowell H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2571-1224 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index N o . ~ 0 7 0 ~ & 1 1 6 2 2 5 / 0 2 ,  
1273 10102, 1 13567/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
f 

F I L E D  
prejudice and without costs. 

, 2011 OEC 2 2 2011 

- 
Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton E. Jacobs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6877 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DEC I52011 324-6885 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence D. Rookey 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the sam 

costs. 7 

r y dismissed with prejudice and without 

j DEC 2 2 2011 
Dated: New York, New York 

1 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YOHK 

Judith A. Yavitzxq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YOFX CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert H. LaGoe 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. , F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 Dated: New York, New York 

c"-. / *  1+3,*? 201 1 

UNTV CLERK'S OFFICE 
P 

PJ E W YO R K 
- t  < ' 5  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

6, ,E 
a " Y-" 

1 - 
Judith A. Yavitz{Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERMNTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

' 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence D. Rookey 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

--* 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

F - -  

Dated: New York New York F I L E D - ~  
*,  q q ,  2011 J X N W  i Y  

1 -  

, ,  Frank Ortiz, Esq. ** 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 1001 6 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

II' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hctler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

_ _ _ _ _ _ ~  ~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert H. LaGoe 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107006/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana, Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudi 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Arnold Benedetto, Jr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107007/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
*- 

I. - 
F I L E D  hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost# 

Dated: New York, New York 

8% 
///h 201 1 

4' 
; "T-- A" 

a b  ., r " ux >(*. Y P- &.-, ,/ La..- 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -%q;i, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *\ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 271h Street, 1 2*h Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



-I 3 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~~ .- 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Arnold Benedetto, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107007/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
i 

YI 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

_., .- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. wh 
Y 

F I L Q )  Y 

m 22 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6735 



~~~~ ~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW'  
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

j (Heitler. J.) 
I 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
.. ~ . YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

, ,  
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

i Index No.: f07007/0 5349/02 
KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. i 
HALLERAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

v 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. I 

, 201 1 

F I L E D ;  
DEC 2 2 2Ull 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-5974 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. y' 

DEC 2 ?  2011 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, * Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

j Index No.: 07007/02 5349/02 

j (Heitler, J.) 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARE3AFL4 J. 
HALLERAN, 

0 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & U U G E R ,  P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 5  2011 2082-10823 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: ’ 07007/0 
! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

15349/02 0 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating COT+, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
rra, rrr without costs. 

Dated: New Yorlq, Newkork F I L E D 7  
9 

DEC 2 2 2011 
1 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J, Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1 5  2011 2383-25533 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Yor Ne York 
/ q A $ 1 2 0 1 1  

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, DEC 15 2011 

2082-10822 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et 01. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
1.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 9 3212, I ismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, T i s h a n  Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 so0 

SO ORDERED, DEC 15 2011 

2383-25533 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

1 324-673s 

COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromm 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

DEC I 5za11 
SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/ 

DEL 2 2 2011 Dated: New Y 

CoUMW CLERKS OFFICE 

~~~~~~,~~~~ 

* "  

?i &- 
" II_ '"c 

L T t *  

?k, .* 
k -  $Ah. , - .I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1 0003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 *- 

SO ORDERED, 

1 5'2011 1122-5950 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

-. P 

bt&i&ne Kennedy Flores . Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Pq Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-481 



I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

_r_r_________________________________111------------------------------- X 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

Index N +: 107007/20 a _______I___________________________11_11---------r--------------------- X 
This document relates to: 

MICHAEL A. CORVINO, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

NewYork,NewYorklOF 1 L E D 1 COMPANY 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

+Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

I 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
darrison, New York 10005 

4(212) 661-1151 
DkL 2 2  201' 



HARVEY FIALA, 

Plaintiff, 

"against- 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.> 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWCR BOILER 
COMPANY 

WEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

< , 1 1  I ORDERED,a that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

h I KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 100 
(212)558-5500 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

700 Broadway -DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

t 3 ' ~ ~  #anison, New York 10005 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William P. O'Meara 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107098/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

:i 

J 
Dated: New York New York qa, 201 1 

7' 
fi x7 ---. 

'6, 
1 

d 
p 
' I  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICH, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTOW, NJ 

40 PATERSON ST 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

RICHARD BURTON 
against 

A.C. & S., INC., ET AL 

INDEX NO.: 02-107099 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: I7,dO// 
New Brunswick, NJ 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 6!!\ fix 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
i0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

:OORDERED:F I L E D t 
I 

f 

DEC 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE i 

NEVVYQRK 2 
rl_ .I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence Stern 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 107 102/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corpora p ) e c d p m D  

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
DEC 2 2  2011 

Dated: New York, New York I 
I d  

I CoUNTy CLERKIS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

X V T  

Judith A. Yavitzl Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 

- 1  

WEITZ (8. LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

* *  ' 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

/.. ' 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

SO ORDERED, 

/.... 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~. 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence Stern 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107 102102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the's e hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
costs. ; ; F I L E D  
Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

".+ I' 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard K. Geary 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107 167/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 3--- 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard K. Geary 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107 167/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  71  
Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i 1  
QX 2 2 2011 3 

- 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12’ Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

DEC 01 ZOllr 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Matthew J. DeGaetano 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107 183/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
t 

? 1 L E 
Dated: New York, New York il 

Judith A. Yavitz, Es 
WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. %’ +,. ” DARGER ERRAN 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 1 16 East 27* Street, 12’ Floor 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

’ 
*. ’ 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

.. 

This Document Relates to: 

Matthew J. DeGaetano 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1071 83/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 



CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, and LYNDA O’BRIEN, as Co- 
Administraces for the Estate of h4ATTHEW J. 
DEGAETANO, and CYNTHIA SCHULTHEIS, and 
LYNDA O’BRTEN, as CoExecutrices for the Estate of 
JEANNE DEGAETANO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 107 183/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

A DE[: 2 2  2 7 -  Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

F 
/ .+@IJp.y CLERH’ ( 

S4flwl Aki./bd$L. NEW YUHK Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintvf 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

MARIN GOODPcllAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway XEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 

so ORD 
DEC 0 12011 

J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~. . 

This Document Relates to: 

Milton E. Cherry 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10722 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPRE?ME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Milton E. Cherry 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10722 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

I 

Judith A. YavitzBq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

_ -  

SO ORDERED, A Hon. Sherry . Heitler &-c 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Merle G. Burgin 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107221/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
+w 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

NTY CLEW% OFF I 

sq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12’ Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J,) 
Index No: 10722 1/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Merle G. Burgin 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be a M  the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c 0 6 s . F  [ L E D 
Dated: New York, New York 

" / c w o 1 1  $\ 

-%* '0 Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
L I ~ '\, 

9 1  I WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 

COUNTY 
N 

I 

\ II 

Judith A. Yavitz, @q./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12" Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

,"""?.". 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alton A. Hakes 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107400/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC o 1 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alton A. Hakes 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 107400/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

_. 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



HOAGLAND, LONG0 
MORAFI, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS. LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWBRUNNCK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON. NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

SUSAN P. MATICE, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM A. MATICE, and SUSAN P. MATICE, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et ai.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-107401 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

kfendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
1 1  I 31'1 

NENDY R. KAGAN, E S Q . ~  
-IOAGLAND,LONGO,MOENI L E D 
IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Attorneys for Defendant, Susan P. Matice, as Administratrix for the 
Kohler Co. * 2051 Estate of William A. Matice, and Susan P. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New J e t m c L E R K S  OFF'' 00 Broadway 

gat ice,  individually 

New York, NY 10 NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

IllllllIllllIIlllIlllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll BX- JUNE-2 2 
I c , . L (  i) 1 20 11 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
_____"I_----__________________________II~~~~-----------~~~I~--~-------- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

I.A.S. Part 30 

_r__________________________________I___~-----------~~~~--------------- X 
This document relates to: 

JOHN J. FAGAN, 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVJXR BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
__I_rr------___________________________I~~-"--------------"----------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

son, New York 10528 
(212)558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 107404/02 

Andrew Neer 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same 14 ,are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
'h 

Dated: New York, New York 
-. 1 q a  201 1 ,p* 

% Frank Ortiz, Esq. * > ,  j j  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 ' I  
j !  

c ( - h h y  CLERK'S OFFICE - 

-=. 

Judith A. Yavitz, asq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRA~~TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rose Dean 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10776 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 
: F I L E D  ! 

7 

DEC 2 2 2011 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

*-. . SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YQRK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Rose Dean 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 10776 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissedqith prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12'h Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherryk. Heitl'er 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE? NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~. _____ 

This Document Relates to: 

William M. Kopcho 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108 10902 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O U  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William M. Kopcho 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108 105102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
4 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Phillip R. Cox 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108 196102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Phillip R. Cox 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108 196/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert E. Houlihan, Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108356/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as a o or ion, be and e\same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
FfLkD 5 

Dated: New York, New York 
rrla-fj ,2011 

> >  1 .1 ,i'l 
".. 

/ .  
&_ i n  L 

*ln 
t >  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

9 DCC 2 '?I 2011 I 

4 '  
C P ~  I ;  J I Y ~:i.r-ntis OFFICE j 1 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

I .  

SO ORDERED, 

DEC o 12011~ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert E. Houlihan,Sr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108356/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

.w*/ costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DEC 2 2  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

01 2011 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

KATHLEEN OWENS, Individually and as Executrix 
For the Estate of JOHN OWENS 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 108535102 

- . .. . . . 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 
\\\ \-I ,2011 

h Ak& / 
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for f/aintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LIPTAK & NOWAK, LLP 
t TDY Industries, Inc. 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

Hon. SheTQ Klein 

DEC 2 2 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

___11_””_____________----------I--I-----------------------~------------------ X NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No. 02-108535 
I________________________I______________---------------------------------- X 
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

NO OPPOSITION 
JOHN J. OWENS SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

____________lr_r---_____I_______________-------------------------”-------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho, NY 

’ Santo Borruso, Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Dairnler Truck North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner LLC 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE t 
- 

NEWYORK 



JOSEPH LAVIERO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ___________________________l_________l__"--"-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

[I~EC 0 I 
Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald F. Hogan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
1, 

F I L E D  hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos 

Dated: New York, New York 

F 

. ~ \p> . ~ t ?. , 
*.& " Y * i  * 5 

*b* I 
-*hl bk 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ih , 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

i 
. i  

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

DEC 01  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald F. Hogan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108870/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon not' t 11 o-defendants, all'&tirns and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be &d the same ' e are E$sm$ed with prejudice and without 
i DEC 2 2 2011 

costs. 
B 

I C o U N n  CLERK'S OFFICE 
Dated: New York, New York NEW YGiM 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald McEvoy 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108877/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
% 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

"";" :,; Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. tLh*+! 

(212) 558-5500 

f 

1 

DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

*c- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald McEvoy 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108877/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff F #afar CertainTeed Corporation 
700 Broadway ' COUNry , 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 N 016 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and th s  same are hereby dismissed with 

F I L E D ? /  prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N ~ ~ / ~ ~ ~  York ? 

,2011 2 2  m' 4 

f I  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6704 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs , i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Ne Yo N York 7 ? ~ ~ ,  2011 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGTVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-6480 

UEC 15 2011 

(212) 558-5500 

3!2+--- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., JNC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment n 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

7 2011 F I L E D  I&, 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 3. 
Dated: N w ork New Yo @y,# , 2 0 F  I L E D j 

‘i 
&c 2 2  2011 ‘ 1  

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 1555 

DEC 15 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN VANSTON AND JOAN VANSTON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D 4 1 

DEL 2 2 2021 t 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John Vanston and Joan Vanston 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

15 2011 
2383-25SO6 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 108982/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David Weaver 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

.. . 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

David Weaver 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 108982/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

ration, be and the s p e  are defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as D F c r L E ~  
11 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DEC 2 2 2011 3 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

D A R G ~  ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sidney S. Loeb 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 109064/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are ddm- 
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. -4 

E D  

w- DA 
1 .  , 
'*r , WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

"Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27' Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

___.. . ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Sidney S. Loeb 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 109064/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 1001 6 
(212) 452-5300 

*_.._- ." "- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 1 NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Hcitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO and FLORENCE DEMARCO, ! Index No.: 109339/02 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A.C. & S., INC., et. al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissingplaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

--4=b-- 
& =  Steven T. Corbin, d* Esq. p P  E. Richmond, Esq. 

Attorney far Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBO~S BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Joseph DeMarco and Florence DeMarco 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6' Floor 
New York, New York 100 

(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

48 13-6549-7 101.1 

/ 

r,'- . . . , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

........................................... 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

...................................................... 
This Document Relates to: 

JOSEPH DEMARCO 

............... 

NYCAI, 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.)  ............... 

Index No.: 109339/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMAKY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.................................................................. 

WHEREFORE, dcfendant A. 0. Smith Watcr Products Company hereby requcsts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practicc Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defcndants. all claims and cross claims against 

dcfendant A. 0. Smith Watcr Products Company bc and thc saint arc hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 New York New York 
/ t ! 4  ' ,2011 +! 

Dated: 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Ih7065Y 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106457/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GEORGE A. WALKER, SR. AND PHYLLIS L. 
WALKER, 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHERIEFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

i "  

1LED If 
I -  

A i  gG 22 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
George A. Walker, Sr. and Phyllis L. Walker 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

, I -  *I + ,""VI* _.- I1*-*II*U*L 

s D, 

1 5  2011 324-6701 



HENRY T. MCLOUGHLIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

50 1 

.. 

700 Broadway EELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite COuhJlrV CL ERK'S OFFICEHarrison, New york 10528 (212)558-5500 !! 

(212) 661-1151 



FRANK CATALAN0 (Dec.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLlVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
_____11__1______________ll_l_lrrl_______---"~"-------------"---------- X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORB-OLIVER!QOILER COMPANY be and the same ate hereby dismissed with prejudiqe . . ,  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.G. 

700 Broadway ipan. KBEL&R-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

Attorneys for Plaintiff i NEW Y(JRK Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
40 Wall Street, 57t'1 Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

Honorable Shem1h+@t€Iey 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John R. Frederick 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 109589/06 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND OlRDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
* .  

F I L E  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

I. " , 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard Darmstedter 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10964 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and wjthbu 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 1 2th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

0 1 2011 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Leonard Darmstedter 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 10964 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
P 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Judith A. Ifft&BqA 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 

DARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

(212) 452-5300 

I-. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.'Heitler 



HOAOLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSNCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 NLTSEYS MILL RD 
SUITE 2U2 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DONALD CARRIERO, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 109689-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: :rq Frunswick, NJ 

/ 

- 
MONICA R. KOS?RZE&A, E S ~ .  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, L OR AN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant , 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: _I 

F I L E D -  
..{ b 
*' .! 

i DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Donald Carrier0 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, COUNlY CLERK'S OFFICE '$ 

- 3 r d  

NEW VoRK 
. -. f 



DONALD CARRIERO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _____rrrr____________-- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -~~--~~~-- -~-- -~-~~-~~~--~ 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

R 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. q' 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

,q/-ky DEL 2 2 2011 
Rodrig Armand, Jr., E 

Attorneys for Defendant 
GOODMAN, LLP WuNV CLERK'S OFFICE 

NEW Y M K  

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 



ANTHONY 5. FIOCCO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

700 Broadway t KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 @& "" NY 
(212)558-5500 amaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 

c , ~ ~ ~ ~ '  Hq@n, New York 10528 
' Ww (914)412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

E 

DEC 0 12011 Honorable Sherry KleiSHeitler, J.S.C. 



HOAQLAND. LONOO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NUR'TH JEFSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NNY BRUNWICK, NJ 

SOUTF JERSEY 
701 WLTSEYS MLL RD 
SUTE 202 
WAMMONTON, hw 

4ci PATERSON ST 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

ALBERT J. FIOCCO, AS EXECUTOR FOR THE 
ESTATE OF ANTHONY J. FIOCCO, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

INDEX NO.: 02-109710 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

Albert J. Fiocco, as Executor for the Estate of 
Anthony J. Fiocco 
700 Broadway 

Ko hle r Co . 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 48B)EC 2 2 2ul1 
New Brunswick, New J p e y  08903 

SO ORDERED: 

COUNTY C!,ERK'S 01 1 IGF, 
NEW YOHK 

DEC 0 12011 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
Defendant, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 109809/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
DEFENDANT 
ORDER AS TO 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

v. 



HOAQLAND, LONOO 
MORAN, DMST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JWSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
M W B R U N W K ,  NJ 

SOLllH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 02-109943 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK J. COSTELLO, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

ACandS, INC., et al., I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

N w runswick, NJ 
I 1  7r  9 I \  

DATED: 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Frank J. Costello 

New York, NY 10003 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 
Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

F I L E  9 

21 
DEC 2 2  2011 DEC 0 12011( 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY [ NYCAJ, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, I.) 

j Index No.: 10%75/ , 110054/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WI-IEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

! 

F I L E D  without costs. 

- .  . - . h v * ,  
I 

2 2  20'' 
I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald S. Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDEmD, 

4 5 2011 1235-7419 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN €2E: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 

j NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

NicGle Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ronald S .  Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

Hon. S h e r r y k 6 n  Heifler 

2082-10764 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 1058751 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Ronald S. Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating C o p  
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

, , .  
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25507 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 105875102? 1 10054/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RONALD S. TANNER AND PHYLLIS 
TANNER, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby disinissed with prejudice and 
k 

Ronald S. Tanner and Phyllis Tanner 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 1122-791s 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Willis R. Gavigan 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New Ynrk. New York 

Judith A. Ywitz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER EICRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

- 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

.*._.. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sher&&feitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Paul W. Krug 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Judith A. YavitzEsq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

-.+- " 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Paul W. Krug 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and w i t h o F o l s .  L E D 7 
i 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

LLP 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Clinton A. McCloud 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10269/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be with prejudice and without 

costs. 
DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K.. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 10269/02 

Clinton A. McCloud 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the samwq "A" 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEIT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 y 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

CI-.*"I. - '  . 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, 1.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: [ Index No: 1 10269/02 

Willis R. Gavigan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 'qa ,2011 
J 

DARGER E 

I$ 
r " F -  ~ ,-r: 

d 
> r  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-53mL 

DEC 012011l 
SO ORDERED, 

Hon. Sheh 
I I I  - 
yf* Heitler 



JAMES 0. HUGHES, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _______________11~"~__________lll_r_____------------------"----------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I 

Anhand, Jr., E& 
GOODMAN, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

, (qZ4L412-7300 + F 
DEC 2 2 2011 



--- 

JOHN H. JAKWAY, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _________l____""__r__r__________________---------------------"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

New York ! 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 

DLC 0 120114 

Honorable She 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

John H. Jakway 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1 10297/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
Ida ,201 1 

2 Z#fith A, Yavitz,uq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGERIERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

couN-Tv cEnw&#X@h fy; Dana companies, LLC, 
HEW YORU6 E ast 27 Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

Hon. Sherry K. keitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, J .) 
Index No: 1 10297/02 

John H. Jakway 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New 

**A -c I 

\ I  L.++, 
Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

&$w?Yavid, EsqJCraig Blau, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGEI~ ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLA 

(212) 558-5500 

-. .. . 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

.u, LLP 

SO ORDERED, u-.-’ 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I Kenneth G. Miller 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 10305/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Judith A. Y a w ,  Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Y 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Kenneth G. Miller 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, 

Judith A. Yavitz, bsq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

eys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
27th Street, 12th Floor 

New York, NY 10003 Neh York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 * *01' (212) 452-5300 



KENNETH G. MILLER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X --II--______--------_________11_______1_------------------------------ 

I KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.k. c 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 700 Broadway ~ 7 . .  

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Weslie Waldron 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 103 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York ' 
.. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 5 
Hon. Sherrj K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Weslie Waldron 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 103 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

t heret 0, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and $e same are 
1 ,  

F I L E D  7 hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York,*New York 

, _  I .+ 

-% '% Frank Ortiz, Esq. %$1, 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 j i  a 

Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
TE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, DEC 0 9 2011r 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



EDWARD W. MORSE, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ______r_-----_____________I_____________----------------------------"- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant JSEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG \ 3 
Attorneys for Paint+ ' D 3 700 Broadway 
New York, New York lowe 2 2 2011 

couN,-y CLERKS Of 
(2 12)558-5500 

NEW yoRK 
SOORLlERED: ' 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 11 0478-02 

LINDA L. DAY, as the Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD J. 
DAY SR. 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 
,2011 

f 1/2,/20,, 
WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

DEC 2 2 2011 
4 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
; NEW YORK 
_i_- 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER LINDA L. DAY, as the Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD J. 

DAY SR. 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

Index No. 110478-02 

- 
WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 
,2011 

///& h u 4  h P w  WEITZ Sqqqt & LUXENBERG, \ &i&;+r P.C. I k  

Attorneys for P/ainM(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

Index No. 110478-02 

LINDA L, DAY, as the Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD J. 
DAY SR. 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S. ,  INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: Buffalo, New York 
,2011 

c 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. IPTAK 8, NOWAK, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintif@) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attbd-~eys for Defendant TDY Industries, Inc. 
Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 3, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
____.________.____ "..~------.-----...-----------"..~------~-----.--- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 10478/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_ . . . l _ _ _ _ - . . _ _ _ _ r . .  " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ . . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ . " ~ ~ ~ ~ . . - - ~ ~ ~ ~ . . - - - - - . . - - -  

This Document Relates to: 

LINDA L. DAY as the Executrix for the 
Estate of RICHARD J. DAY SR. and 
LINDA L. DAY, Individually 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
h \\\ k\ ,2011 

WEITZ & L,UXENBERGv 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

aEC 2 2  2011 

4 

& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New Yo&, New York 10005 
rC ~ >.- 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ....................................................................... 
In Re: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J,) 

This document relates to: Index No.: 110478/2002 

RICHARD DAY, 

X _ _ " ~ " _ _ _ _ _ " ~ r - - - - " ~ " - - - - - " " - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ ~ " - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ ~ ~ - - - - ~ ~ ~ " - - - - ~ ~  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _____r---___r---___lr_____l_____________---------------"-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 700 Broadway 2 2  2 w  

New York, New York 10003 ~OMPANY 
(212)558-5500 TY cllEms e@ 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 50 1 

Jharrison, New York 10528 
b p&w@* (914) 412-7300 

@NN\ 

SO ORDERED: l- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOKK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 106808/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

THOMAS H. VALONE AND LOUISE M. 
VALONE, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ,§ 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. i 

I 

i 
1 
I 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Thomas H. Valone and Louise M. Valone 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
OEC J 5 2011 

324-6710 



THOMAS H. VALONE 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

08/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMlMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COWANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

,KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

' Harrison, New York 10005 
(212)558-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 106808/0 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et ad. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial 'Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard lndustrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York /z,!Y~ ,p+F I L E D 
1 1  

Okwedeo N. Okoh, E s q w  
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Edward Lazore 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-671 0 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YOFX COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., mC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106808/ 110586/0 0 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Neq Yo&, Nefi York 1 

I 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq, 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Treadwell Corporation Edward Lazore 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEJTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

* I  

SO ORDERED, I . 

1235-5244 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 106808/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 d 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Kentile Floors, Inc. Edward Lazore 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

*.,"* 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-10815 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
pni TNTY OF NEW yo= 
V Y . + * ,  - - ^  - .- 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

EDWARD LAZORE, 

Plaintiffs, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 106808/0 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 0RP)ER -against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating COIF., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

,". 
'4 without costs. 

,2011 F I L E D , ,  

I 

- ( A  
R h  Sdwartz. Esq. Frank M. Ortir 
At@y for Defeidant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. Edward Lazore 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C, 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Attorney for PlaintiIIs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 . - .  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 
I /  

2383-25536 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORR 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FREDERICK W. JACOB AND DOROTHY 
JACOB, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2811 I 

,2011 

i - 1 
Oywedeo N. Okoh, Esq. - 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frederick W. Jacob and Dorothy Jacob 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6737 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 106508/0 0775/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

I 

I 0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

SALVATORE TINE AND FRANCES TINE, 

I - 

A. C, & S., 'INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

I 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and *e same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New Yo k, ew York F I L E D  ' ,  /q,q ,2011 wc 2 2 2N' a 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Salvatore Tine and Frances Tine 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

** ' ** .* *rl*( SO O R D E E D ,  

324-6713 



SALVATORE TINE (DEC.) 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
___"____________r_________r____l___r_____-------------------"--------- X 

MWEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

D Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 58-5500 DEC 2 2 2C i '  

7 )  

Attorneys for Defendant 7 K.EELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
' COMPANY 

500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
I ; Harrison, New York 10005 

GOUMI;YC=I1ERK'S OFr ' (212) 661-1151 
NEW YOHK 

.+, 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 

I 



JOHN C. BUCKLEY, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _l___"___rr__r__________________________--------- - - - - - - -~~~~~~~~~~--~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PIaintiSf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED:- 

7- Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 

t 
-OLIVER BOILER 

aroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

DEC n 1 7flf7' 



FARO P. VITALE, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Ptainttr 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, N q Y l k  

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7 
SO ORDERED: 

utc 0 L 2011 

~ -- > -  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 106508/0 0 , 110788/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JAMES E. KEAHON AND JULIA KEAHON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

V 4m ca 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. Eg I: 
- 

Da=c 2 2 2011 
Dated: Ne Yo k , N  w York 

Yq(J&!/ ,201 1 1 C O U N ~  CLERK’S OFFICE 
I 

DEL Z 5 2011 324-6713 



ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 1 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

- REELER-DOFKR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

9 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff '- Attorneys for Defendant 

New York, New COMPANY 
700 Broadway 

(2 12)5 5 8-5500 '1 7 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

!i KEELER-DOH-OLIVER BOILER 

. ,  ' f Harrison, New York 10005 
4 ; (212)661-1151 

2 2 2&M 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I N Y C A L  

I I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Index No.: 106508/02 0 1 10790 
I This document relates to: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. AND JEANNE LA 
I 

I 
I 

I I NO OPPOSITION 
DIEU, I 

Plaintiff(s) I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

A.C. & S . ,  NC., et al., 

Defendant( s) . I 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation with prejudice, and thewe 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby -.i dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. ( ; F I L E D .  ? 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys far Plaintiff 
Ronald E. La Dim, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 

New York, New Yark 10004 rk, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2383-25532 

{NO1 11 163-1) 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ; NYCAI,  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I I.A.S. Part 30 
I (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106508/ 
This document relates to: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU SR. AND JEANNE LA 
I 

I I 
DIEU, 

-against- 

I 

NO OPPOSITION 
Plaintiff( s) SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I I MOTION AND ORDER 

A.C. & S., INC., et al., 

I Defendant(s) , 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint 

against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
80 Broad Street - 23rd Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

WEITZ &LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Ronald E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 
700 Broadway 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
2571-0408AD 

(N0111165-I} 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROLAND E. LA DIEU, SR. AND JEANNE LA 
DIEU, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10650&/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment. Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
b 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  
DEL 2 2 2011 Dated: New Yo k, N w York 

,201 1 
COUNTY 

N * i 

Okwaeeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Roland E. La Dieu, Sr. and Jeanne La Dieu 

(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

324-6713 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

.______......_______.... ~ " - - - - - - -  .--~----...---- ".-.~--------~---"-- NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 126812-02, 1 830-02 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__..______ " _ _  ...__________________yl____-----...----....------..---~ 

This Document Relates to: 

JAMES A. ROBINETT NO OPPOSITION Q 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

York 
,2011 

. DEC 2 2  2011 

1668837 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j Index No.: 106508/ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETS CH, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

.judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

.defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

/, 201 1 
/ 

Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

&g?!! ! - .  (212) 558-5500 

Hon. Sherry' Klein Heitler 

1122-5104 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
\ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 10650SlO 

\ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .c . 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4627 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No,: 106508 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT 1;. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

I 

I 

prejudice and without costs. 

DtL 2 2 2011 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 

(2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15  2011 324-6713 



SIJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK _ _  

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L, FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

; Index NO.: 1 0 6 5 0 ~  

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- I (  

A. C, & S,, INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant,. Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

7 j 7 > .  

,2011 

Nkole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

so ORDERED, 

2082-10766 

DEC: 13 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106508/0 , 11084 /O 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HERBERT L. FRIETSCH AND JOAN 
FRIETSCH, 

0 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
. .  

Dated: New Yor , New ork 3 
/ a J o l l  F I L E ; 

. <: n 

A t i o d y  for Defeidant 
Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Herbert L. Frietsch and Joan Frietsch 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25532 



HERBERT L. FIUETSCH AND JOAN FRETSCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, I.A.S. Part .Ts 30 

Index No. 1 1084312 
12002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOLLER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rdquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York,New York I& I L E D 
(2 12)558-5500 

OkG 2 2  2011 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
4 Attorneysfor Defendant 
$KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

Ave., Suite 501 
arrison, New York 10005 

C X I U N T H ' 0 L m O F f i S  



HORQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTOi?NEYYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON Sf 
PO BOX 480 
NET3 BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
JM WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SLUTE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

JOHN C. BUCKLEY and KATHLEEN M. BUCKLEY, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I .AS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 10848 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in thE 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
I 1  (I1 p 

-\w MONICA R. KOSTRZE#A, E S ~  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
John C. Buckley and Kathleen M. Buckley 

New York, NY 10003 

DE2 0 12011 

BX-TOKEN-4 



HQAQLAND. LON00 
MORAN, DUNST & 
POUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAMMONTOW, hw 

PO BOX 480 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

ANTHONY CELESTE and CONCETTA CELESTE, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 10850 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

MONICA R. KOSTRZEWA, ESQ. 
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Go. 700 Broadway 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Anthony Celeste and Concetta Celeste 

New York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 2  2011 
I 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFLCE ! j DEC 0 1  2011 

I11ll1ll Ill11 11111 11111 IIIHI I1 llllllll 1111 Ill1 Ill Ill1 
NEW YORK J 

& 7  d- 

BX-TOKEN-10 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110850/2002 

ANTHONY CELESTE, SR., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

Plaintiff7 JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 

-against- ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDAW 

OLIVER BOILER 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X __"____l_r______f -_____r______l_______r_- - -~~~~- - -~~~~- - -~~~- - - -~~~~- -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintuf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Avenue, Suite 501 (2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



LEONARD POMPOSELLO, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant, 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 110859/2002 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

'MAR& GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

TEELER-DORR- OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 



costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 700 Broadway 

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

George H. Bishop 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 1308102 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corparation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 1 11308/02 

George H. Bishop 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
~ ' * W ?  

' F I L E D  hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, I--- 
Won. S h e m .  Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New York, NY 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 

SO ORDEmD, 

1365 1402.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator / 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ; 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F I L E D  7 
DEC 2 2  2011 4 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

15  2011. SO ORDERED, 

2082-10825 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant w 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGWNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

I (21 2) 509-3456 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

I Hon. Sherry Klein neitler 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E, JABLONSKI as the Administrator i 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j I . A S  Part 30 
! (Heitler, I.) 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et ul. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. F I L E D  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, G 
- - -  

12355200 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
- 

THWDOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S,, INC,, et a]. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

I L E D 
-*q*db- k 

x j  

DEC 2 2 2011 

In 
I" 

"-<j Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 15 2011 
1122-5677 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S, Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, j MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 + (2 12) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

324-67 1 1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Raymond Joseph Jablonski 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

I 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 
i I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

RAYMOND E. JABLONSKI as the Administrator ! 
for the Estate of RAYMOND JOSEPH 
JABLONSKI, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Plaintiffs, i MOTION AND ORDER 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
.- 
$ F I L E D  + 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25535 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YO= 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND O W E R  

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation C o p ,  hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED: 

MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 
& CARPENTER, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Lipe Automation Corporation 

Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler 



JOHN M. YEDINAK, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintuf 

New York, New York 10003 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 



CHARLES EARL FRENCH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ICEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLNER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
700Broadway ' / / E Q 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

c 

.. . 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Ave,, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1151 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

7 dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
1" 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



*, - 
* 

HOAQLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. WNST 8, 
DWIIAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 

NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEYS M U  RD 
SUITE 202 
MMMONTON, NJ 

pa BOX drn 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-1 11994 

RONALD J. DEON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the , 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick Uo& d q l  aol I 

_y 7H- ,Lk- 
STEPHANIE c. BA-~ESQ. MATTHEW MACINTYRE, E S Q ~  
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
Ronald J. Deon 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 2 2011 
1 i  

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF ICE 1 I i 
NEVV %IRK U 

P 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

7 W C A L  
1.A.S. Part 30 

------_________--___C_l_l__f____________----------------”-------------- 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X _I_ll_l__-----f-----_----------------------------~--------------------”” 

This document relates to: Index No 

JOHN S. KOSTOROSKI (DEC.) NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X --------------------__________________I_------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

, ,_ , , KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

t 

Attorneys for Plaintir 

(212)558-5500 2 2~11 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
yamison, New York 10005 
(212) 661-1151 

l * Y c - r ” n * r * * v l l l u ~ ~ h , - ” ” ~  -+-- .-- SO ORDERED 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler 



DAVID F. LAMBO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _----------___________________f_________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

.. . 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



STANLEY RYNDAK NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGlWENT 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

sumrnary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

1 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaint# 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

50b Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES RYNDAK, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of STANLEY RYNDAK, j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frances Ryndak and Stanley Ryndak 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

SOORDERED, -f 
Hon. Sherry Kleiii Heitler 

!O 11 

324-6731 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 10571 3/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are herebs dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
d 

F’I L E D  
r 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, Mew York 10004 

Howard H, I. Haberer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-7157 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j (Heitler, J.) 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S.Part30 

i IndexNo.: 105713/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I, HABERER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Xnc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 
3 

1 ‘  

costs. F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 Dated: Ne Yor , N e  York 

,2011 
1 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ’ 

NEW YORK 

<+ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Howard H. I. Haberer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 1st 2011 2082-10761 



HOWARD H. HABERER, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

WCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

, I li 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintin 

New York, New York 10003 

AWmeys for Defendant 
700 Broadway K&LER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

neck Ave., Suite 501 
son, New York 10005 

F I L E D  (2 12)55 8-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212)661-1151 
4 

C Q U N ~  CLERK'S OFWE 
SO O R D E m ) > #  

w .  Honorabmer@?M-& -I Ieitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 105713/0 , 112587/ 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, (s43 
Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: Ne*w_Yo#’k, Pj& York E D  I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Howard H, I, Haberer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
F 

(212) 558-5500 

DEC x 521311 324-6731 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

j IndexNo.: 105713/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD H. I. HABERER, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., XNC., et al. 

Defendants. [ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Howard H. I. Haberer 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

I 122-7653 
DEC 152011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j IndexNo,: 105713/0 , 112587/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

HOWARD €1. I. HABERER, 0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

.. * . 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Howard H. I. Haberer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

2383-25544 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

"I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., el al. 

Defendants. 

' NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, I.) 

Index No.: 10657&/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating by dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

&& 2 2 2811 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael H. Wilson and Mari L. Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

,I" " "_ -.I.* < -uul(.11, SO ORDERED - -* 1Lu-U.ui 

2383-25546 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
: (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 10657W02, 0 12697 

i NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MARI L. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C, & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

. defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

'a 

CY' 

.%+ 

4 
B, I 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. \;:$ 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Michael H. Wilson and Mari L. Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-10799 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

P 1 ainti ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 106578/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEEFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
Yh ' 

-3 201 1 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Michael H. Wilson and Mari L. Wilson 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

@EC 152011 1235-8026 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! I.A.S. Part 30 : (Heitler, I.) 
THIS DOCUMENT €EFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 106578/02, GyJ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
s 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MICHAEL H. WILSON AND MAR1 L. 
WILSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE$ defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

P I L  
7 

I 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

324-6132 
DEC 1 5  20lll 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Scheckenburg 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 12709/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Charles Scheckenburg 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 12709/02 

@ 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York. NY 10016 

Judith A. Yavitz,psq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 
Y 

F I L E D  7 ' '  4 



7104-262 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

I I NYCAL 
I FRANK ROKITKA and EMMA ROKITKA, i INDEX NO: 112711-02 

Plaintvfs 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

-against- 
I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.C. AND S., INC., (ARMSTRONG ; JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I 

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et als. I ORDER 
Defendants I I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in 

interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendarits, all claims and crossclaims against 

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
\ o b  \ \  \ \  

Frank Ortiz. Esq. 

700 Broadway 130 Main Street 
Hackensack, NY 07601 

NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant, 

New NY 
''0' couNry CLERKS OFFICE 20 1-487- 1080 212-558-5500 

Attorneys for Plainti- -- 2 

Motion Control Industries, 

SO ORDERED: 

183 1235.1 



Index No. 11271 1/02 

FRANCIS ROKITKA, 

Plaintiff, 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
AND ORDER 

-against- 

A.C. and S.,  INC. (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), et al., 
Including, MAREMONT CORPORATION, 

WHEREFORE, defendant Maremont Corporation hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Marernont Corporation with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Maremont Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated:&w York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintif $" f ~ 

700 Broadway 

JITZ, BENSON, TORRES & 

New York, NY 10003 - 16f3 Broadway "" 
'Ul1 New York, New York 10019 

_* 
(212) 558-5500 



I 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho, 
,2011 

r 

‘L, 

New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

13686476. I 

Santo Bormso, Esq. 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/h/a Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

SO ORDERED, 

. i %  DEC 2 2  2011 

NEW YORK 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 
EMMA RQKITKA 

c 

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 11271 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHl3R.EFORE, defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENB 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys far CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill hver  Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



From: FAXmaker To: Jennifer L Page: 3/3 Date: 12/5/2011 1053328 AM 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW Y O N  CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 112736102 

CARL cucco, JR., 
Plaintif%(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLACN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY W G M E N T  

MOTION 

WHEWFORE, Defendant WF~LFMCLAIN hereby requests Swnmary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-Mchh With prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLab b 

to either party. 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

D R  2 ,? ; ~ Dated: !al< p o l 1  
New York, New Yok k cLe, 

m 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,C, 
Attorney for the PlahtifYs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 3 0003 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

--.----"* " 

SO ORDISRED, 

This fax was sent with GFI FAXrnaker fax server. For more information, visit: http://www.gfi.com 

http://www.gfi.com


CARL CUCCO JR., 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLMCR BOILER 
COMPANY ', L 

W H E B F O M ,  defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against dkfendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

ELER- ER COMPANY, be and the same ar 
i 

and withor c o r .  
l l  Ib - 1 1  

WEITZ & LUXEMERG, P.C. \? YARTN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintif 

New York, New York 10003 ' COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 DEc 2 2  2fJtl 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway F I L E D  KEELER-DORR-OLIWR BOILER 

- 4Harrison, New York 10005 



X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: Index No.: 1 12740/2002 

PAUL MICHAEL BUCZEK, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ----r-r-_____r_r__ll______1_1_1_________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10003F 
(2 12)55 8-5 500 

i 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
W N N  CLERK'S O@%%larnaroneck Avenue, Suite SO 1 

NEW YOHK Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway DEC 2 2 ~~I~KEELER-DORR-OLIVE& BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 F 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAQLAND. LONQO 
MORAN, WNSf 
DOMAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NWV BRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 VULTSEY'S MILL RD 

HAMMOWTMU, hw 

40 PATERSON ST 

sum 2112 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

JUDY F. BUCZEK, AS EXECUTRIX FOR THE 
ESTATE OF PAUL M, BUCZEK, AND JUDY F. 
BUCZEK, I NDlVl DUALLY, 

against 

ACANDS, INC., ET AL., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 12740 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in th 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff: 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims again! 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

YOAGLAND, LONGO, MORA 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, Newpe y 8 3 T p O  Broadway 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Judy F. Buczek, as Executrix for the Estate of 
Pqul M. Buczek, and Judy F. Buczek, 
I ndvidual ly 

1. 1 E D uew York, NY 10003 , / 
SO ORDERED: 

onorable 
bWu1.q I -- 

DEC 
NEW Y 

*- ..-- 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Richard K. Geary 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 12800/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

E C  2 2 2011 s Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

Hon. She- 
SO ORDERED, ( 2itler 

DEC 01 2biia 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 12800/02 

Richard K. Geary 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

- 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NTE YAVITZ & BLAU, 

(212) 558-5500 

Attorney s-or CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

. " 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 112954/02 

Raymond Weber 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dipsmissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
7 F I L E D  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27* Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 1 12954/02 

Raymond Weber 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be - and the same are 
ri ." 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without COSF 1 L E D 1 
i. 

Judith A. Yavitzi/Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

-. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Nitler 



ERNEST R. ROMANOFSKI, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLJYER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

'MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Aiiorneys for Defendant 

2 2 tu'' &LER-Dom-oLIvER BOILER 
s ~ \ & ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plairttvf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 4 S!$$Marnaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

0f;t 

f8 6% <& FHarrison, New York 10528 MY#@ (914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Merle G. Burgin 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 1 3 144/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG. P.C. 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27' Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 106580/02, 1 3244/0 
/ 

i NO OPPOSITION 

\ MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., XNC., el al. 

Defendants. t 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Dave James, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 
*. ***. **"* . * * 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6853 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106580/02, 13244102 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

Q THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C .  & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

F I L E D  7 , ,  

i 

DEC 2 2 2011 
1 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

,A *I *n* 

SO ORDERED, 

I 122-6807 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A,S, Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106580/02, 1 324410 
j 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. / 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. L E D ;  
mx 2 2 2011 

4 
C~UkJTY CLERKS OFFICE 

** Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

* -  

SO ORDERED, 

1235-6312 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J+) 

i Index No.: 106580/0 , 113244/0 
! 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR,, 

Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc,, with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

,201 1 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
McGivNw & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr. 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P,c. 

(212) 509-3456 

< * " I "  ..,% 

* 
SO ORDERED, 

2082-10796 
15 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1.A.S Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
i Index No.: 106580/02, 

DAVID L. JAMES, as Executor for the Estate of 
DAVE JAMES, SR., 

! 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Carp,, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishrnan Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Dave James, Sr. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

< I 

2383-25543 



SUPREME COURT OF TIHE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GERALD ALLEN 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein 'as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
. L A I , , . ,  . , 7 2 7  

, \ I \  ,- r' 'M t L ! k l  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1735-2 
(516) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

13686476. I 



HARRY W. TRIMM, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. mELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and with put q.sts. 
\ '  Ib 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
0 

Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700Broadway 4 1 4 
New York. New Yo 

P 
' i  

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Marnaroneck Avenue, Suite SO1 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. Berton 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 13277/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

" "  

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



STANLEY WEISENFELD (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL. 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DOl2R-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
_ .  

dto$neys for Plain t z r  
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 F COMPANY 

mc 2 2 z@#YELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Y CI ERK'S Cmlmmaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
NEW YOHK Harrison, New York 10528 1 

b ' =+ 

(2 12)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 



HOAQLAND. LONQO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 

PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNSIMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

MORAN. DUNST a 

40 PATERSON ST 

I .  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

This Document Relates to: 

SUSAN P. MATICE, as Administratrix for the Estate 
of WILLIAM A. MATICE, and SUSAN P. MATICE, 
Individually, 

against 

ACandS. INC.. et at.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 113480-02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New BrunswiCk,F L E D 4 

I 3  1'1 

IUNST 8 DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
<oh le r Co . 
!O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersev 08903 

Attorneys for Plaint iff (s) , 
Susan P. Matice, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of William A. Matice, and Susan P. 
Matice, Individually 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 
$0 ORDERED: 

BX-JUNE-21 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald W. Riddell 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 113565/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims '"; against ' 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as D 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

e are 

DEC 2 2 2011 

' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald W. Riddell 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 13565102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertahTeed Corporation, be ant the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
7 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph Colon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 113566/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly bown as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoufc P.1 ts L 

NEW YORK 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph Colon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 113566/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff‘s complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DEC 2 2 2011 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27* Street, 12fh Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. She$K. Heitler I- ! .”” P. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT RJZFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 
16225/02, 

Plaintiffs, 
i NO OPPOSITION 

-against- / SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 
: MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

I ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

.. .. 

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton E. Jacobs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY' & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-6877 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon’notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

By: 

/;anto Borruso, Esq. 
oseph J. Oflzo, Esq. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New Yark, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 . ,  

richo, NY 11735-2728 
16) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 

13686476. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NO OPPOSITION SIDNEY L. BROWN 

LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

JMn 4R? 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

_ _ _ _ _ _ r . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Produ are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 
d DEC 2 2 2011 



In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

X I___f-rt-_---------------------------------"--------------------------- 

This document relates to: 
DONALD BROWN, As Personal Representative for the 
Estate of SIDNEY L.BROWN and JUDITH BROWN, 
Individually 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

CAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 1373 1/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY , ,  " <  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requekts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintir 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 DEC 2 2 ~~~~ 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

F I L E D KEELER-DORR-OLIPZRBOILER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

PEGGY LOFTON, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106690/02 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. : 
- 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

COUNTY CLERK'S 0 LA-, NEW YORK 

deo N. Okoh, Esq. Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Peggy Lofton 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(21 2) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

. \  
SO ORDEED, 

324-6858 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 13809/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

William L. Carpenter 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
i - *  /p .,20 1 1 

ul 
,.i 4' 

A, 1 , v*. y 
,>i[%t%.Lt' a "_ I+-  I * * . *  

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

)I)EC 2 2  2011 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



WILLIAM L. CARPENTER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLJVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X __II__---------__________________II_____--------------~------"-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintuf 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)5 5 8-5 500 

w 2 2 20'11 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

COUNTY CbBRK'S OF1 
NEWVOHH 

(914) 412-7300 
SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

GUYMARKS, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 10 e 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. F i e  1 1  
Dated: 1 1 / 3 0  , A l l  DEC 2 2 2Olf 

New York, N e w p L  

3ITZ &?f,UXENBERG, " SEGAL, McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 , 

New York, NY 10022 

Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

'"*"> * "  If 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 092011 



AARON O'BRIEN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DO=- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X __11_1_1___________1_--1-r---------------------------------------"-"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

MARINGOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff e Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway \ KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New Yor 
(212)558-5500 

!\ COMPANY 
'4 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

~ Harrison, New York 10528 
c (914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 0 12011 



SUF'MME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 106581/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
/ MOTION AND ORDER -against - 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pwsuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

y dismissed with prejudice 

without costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

and 

I 
I 

1 

I 



TMc:CCfipk) 
10/17/11 

::iT/rkd @ 
ASSIGNED TO. 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

.. . . 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

Attorney for Defendant 
Consolidated Edison Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

_-"~ 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4765-02 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

i Index No.: 106581/02, 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 
WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against. 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Rob&? Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Courter & Company, Inc. 
M c G ~ Y  & QUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Guy Mkks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

*i. 

SQ ORDERED,' 

1122-8228 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORJS COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106581/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, [ NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Y o  , N w York 
I + [  ,2011 

Qkb L. E. -i 
Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 
(2 12) 509-3456 

SOORDERED, 7: 
_+ n. 

Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

/ Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

. ,. 

324-6720 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
/ (Heitler, J.) 

[ Index No.: 106581/02 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cr,oss claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Yor , N w York 
12 f;. 9 ,2011 

I Tishman Liquidating Corp. Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
MCGNNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. . 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

2383-25560 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
TN €2E: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL __  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j 1,A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No.: 106581iO- 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

t COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE - 
NEW YORK --- 

C=-Q> %$?a+-- 
Carol Tempesta, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 

(212) 509-3456 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. I 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

2571-480 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GUY MARKS AND PAULETTE MARKS, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i lndex No.: 106581/02, 1 932/02 0 
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 

j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants, j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, hc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
. .  

: 

Guy Marks and Paulette Marks 
WEITZ & L U ~ N B E R G ,  P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

I 

SO ORDEWD, 

0 11 Hon. h&-v Klein Heitler - -  
SO ORDEWD, 

2082-10797 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

I Aaron O’Brien 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 11 3939/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

n 

Judith &, Y a v z ,  Esq./Craig Bla 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ u, LLP 
Attorneys 
1 16 East # $ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n \  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

? (212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300(dfil~ 2 2 2011 

YURK 

SO ORDERED, 



__ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
X NYCAL ....................................................................... 

I.A.S. PART 30 
(Hei t la, J .) 

Index No.: 114013/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X -_-----l__"_ffflf-f-1---..11-..lr--l------------------------------------------ 

This document relates to: 
ELLEN CRESPO, As Adminstratrix for the Estate of 
ELMER ALBERICO NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR- 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PIaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ORR-OLIVER BOILER 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
\ 3 2012 Harrison, New York 10528 

2 L .  

(212)558-5500 

cLgqv5 8FF' P2) E 661-1 151 
,;c.c;'A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ELMER ALBERICO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
" _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  ...___ "_____________________---------..------------..~-~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Wata Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and thae being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

c dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH E. C A W  NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without E t J  L E D 
Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 t 

1 \Ips ,2011 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE i 

NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Flo 
New York, New York 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
X NYCAL 1__-_-----------__1_------------------------------------------"-------- 

I.A.S. PART 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X --------__"__-------______L_ll_llr______----------"-------------------- 

This document relates to: 
JOSEPH CARR (Dec.) 

Index No.: 114016/02 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, SUMMARY 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
-_l___r-r-------________ll__fr__________---"-~-------------------~-*-- X 

W H ~ ~ F O ~ ,  defendant KEELER-DOlZR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainti@ 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 400 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Attorneys for Defendant 
~ KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

DEC 2 2  2011 'OMPAN' 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 0 120114 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 1 140 19/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, I ' 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff , E 7 forDefendant 

New York, New York 1000 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

DEC 2 2 2011 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

700 Broadway ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. 
DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02-1 14044 

EZELLE SEAY 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Fr e igh tl iner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 1 1735-2728 

Attorneys far Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

13686476.1 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER CLAUDIA M. SEAY, as Administratrix for the Estate of EZELLE 

SEAY and CLAUDIA M. SEAY, Individually 
Index No. 114044-02 

Plaintiff 
V. 

A.C. AND S., INC., et al, including TDY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Defendant 

WHEREFORE, defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant TDY INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant TDY 

INDUSTRIES, INC. be and same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Suite 510 Rand Building 
14 Lafayette Square 
Buffalo, NY 14203 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ALTON A. HAKES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without PO 

Dated: 
New Yprk, New York : F U E g  i 7 
\\p ,2011 

F 
DEC 2 2  2011 

New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

.". 

SO ORDERED, 

0 12011 
1668837 



JOHN J. FAGAN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORLIERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

New York, New York 10003 

son, New York 10528 
(212)558-5500 



ROBERT F. DANIELS, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -_---___________II__~------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

CLERKS OFFICE 



Plain tiff( s) , 

-against- 

NYC. 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J. j 

Index No.: 114568/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KJZELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-BOW-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

fi Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Haintiff 

MAIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorqys for Defendant 

700 Broadway ~YR-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

New (2 12 j558-5500 York, New York 10003 F I L E D ~ ~ Y  amaroneck Avenue 
Harhson, New York 10528 

DEC ‘ *’” (212&661-1151 



I 
I 
I 

HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. CUNST 8 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

DOUKAS, U P  

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

-. ~~ 

This Document Relates to: 

VIRGINIA M. MONAGHAN, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of JOHN J. 
MONAGHAN, 

against 

ACandS, INC., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-1 14568 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: &' l l  ew runswicIFJJ1 L E D 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s), 
Virginia M. Monaghan, Individually and as 
Personal Representative for the Estate of 
John J. Monaghan 

Ittorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
!O Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN J. MONAGHAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

r 

I p r '  ,2011 

t 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

DEC 2 2 2011 
d 
1 

E 

& Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

- 

SO ORDERED, 



NORMAN JAMES REINARD, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al, KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _________________" "______r______________- - - - - - -~~~~~~~~~- - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

/ Dated: Harrison, New York 13 ,os n 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY DEC 2 2011 500 Marnaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 (2 12)558-5500 

Harrison, New York 10528 
CLERK'S OFFICQ14) 412-7300 

NEW YORK SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Norman J, Reinard 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 114650/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

' I  6 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

- 

SO ORDERED, Y E C  011 2011r 
Hon. Sherry K, keitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: Index No: 114650/02- 

Norman J. Reinard 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. " ', " y 

F I L E D  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



LEONARD PRIMEAU, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
x ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 
d 

WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintip Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway MELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 0 1 2011 
Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward M. McInerney, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 14873/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12'h Floor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 2 2911 NewYork,NY 10016 

COUNTY CLERKS s'rr T, 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

NEW YO35 

SO ORDERED, :--"- 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME, COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ ~. 

This Document Relates to: 

Edward M. McInerney, Jr. 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 114873/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to a11 co-defendants, a11 claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27fh Street, 1 2th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

'r" 

SO ORDERED, 



EDWARD M. MCINERNEY, JR., 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ___________________________I____________-"-"-------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' oomplaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and pithput costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C 
Attorneys for Plaintisf NON YORK 

Y CLERK'S OFF[ 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

KEEIER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SALVATORE FIGLIOLIA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

N Y C A L  
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

mELER-DORR- 

WHEREFURE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requbsts ' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

K R COMPANY, be and the same 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintzfl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 100 

500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
fiarrison. New York 10005 

(2 12)558-5500 a 2 2  tm 

. .  SO 

HonorabbWdfkleh-Heitler 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

TIlIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FRANCES KEOUGH, Individually and as 
Executrix for the Estate of JOHN J. KEOIJGH, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et 41. 

Defendants. 

1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 3 0 6 6 9 3 1 0 G z &  

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOREy defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $. 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., and the same are hereby dismissed. with 

prejudice and without costs. [ L E O  J 7 '  
1' Dated: Ne Y rk N w York ~~~,~~~ , 2011 

Okweheo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Frances Keough and John J. Keough 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 558-5500 

. ,  , **to. , 

324-6879 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YO= 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
1N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 106693/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 4 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

‘ F I L E  _ _  

DEC 2 2 2011 

-- 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLLJGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

1122-4221 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
~. 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 106693/0 , 1 15024/02 w 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

Attorney for Defendant 
Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & UUCER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

(212) 509-3456 

Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

j (212) 558-5500 
/,.z A 

1235-3749 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOR?L 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT W. SCHAETZER AND DOROTHY L. 
SCHAETZER, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

De fendant s . 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 106693/02 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco, Inc., be and 

costs. 

s r c e  F D s T s e d  with prejudice and without 
+ i  

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Robert W. Schaetzer and Dorothy L. Schaetzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Robert Darish, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Oakfabco, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
SO Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 &.-*A' ' 

(212 ,558-5500 & 
SO ORDERED, 

Heitler Hon. S h e m e i n  

2571-1643 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107004/02 1 15 157/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ROBERT J. LYDECKER AND MAGRIT 
LYDECKER, 

0 
/ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

NEW V W K  

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Vork, New York 

324-671 2 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

! Index No.: 107004/02@ 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOWELL H, THOMPSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 
..,. .. 

Thompson, Lowell H. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGXVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO OECDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

1122-9723 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

1 Index No,: 10700410- 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A, C. & S., INC,, et al. ! 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Treadwell Corporation Thompson, Lowell H. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 5500 

A ~ w  York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1070041 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

LOWELL H. THOMPSON, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Oakfabco Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Oakfabco Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Oakfabco Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Oakfabco Inc, Thompson, Lowell H. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10003 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

r_l.-n"**." " *. 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC 0 9 2011 

257 I - I224 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107007/02 
/ 
i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, ! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, he , ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
/ 

F I L E D ;  
DEL 2 2 iur1 L 

COUN I v i l k k i ~ .  kI OFiICE 

Courter & Company, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P C .  
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry’KIeiA Heitler 

15  2011 1122-5974 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 

j Index No.: 107007/02 15349/0 

! (Heitler, J.) 

i 

[ NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND B A B A R A  J. 
HALLERAN, 

Plaintiffs, i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. %* ' 
"" 

I 

A t  

F I L E D 
.. 

DEC 2 2 21fll 

Attorney for Plaint 
Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(2 12) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEC x 52011 1235-481 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
! (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 107007/0 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

\ 

/ NO OPPOSITION 

/ MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

T' without costs. 

j r  

OEC 2 2 2011 
1 

Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

DEC x 5 2011 2383-25533 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j LAS. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

j Index No,: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BA'RBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
Plaintiffs, j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 
I 

F 

L 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGEK, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

2082-1 0823 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

I 324-6735 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

KENNETH R. HALLERAN AND BARBARA J. 
HALLERAN, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 77*h 
"# 

,201 1 

Okwedeo N. Okoh, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Kenneth R. Halleran and Barbara J. Halleran 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 



BARBARA HALLERAN as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of KENNETH R. HALLERAN, and BARBARA 
HALLERAN, Individually 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Dated: 

COMPANY 
500 Mamoneck Ave., Suite 501 1 

O t L  2 2 2011 New York, New York 10003 
(2 1 2 m - 5  500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELERD0R.R-OLIVER BOILER 

in, New York 10005 
61-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107007/02 1 15353/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., WC., at al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

WEXTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(2 12) 509-3456 0 

._. SO ORDERED, 

2082-10822 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

i I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

"against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE7 defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: Nedfcdk,  NekYork I 

/ 

C O U N ~  CLERK'S 
NEW YORK 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Conrad Fromrn and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

, ". *.*+,*-*<,"" r I, ** *Y r ...*-n 
SO ORDERED, 

2383-25533 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW Y O N  COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107007/ 0 115353/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- [ MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. \ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
~ 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

prejudice and without costs. 

1 

- 

I 

CLERKS OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment CO. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromrn 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

324-6735 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 107007/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 
I 

Dated; Ne)v_YoA 

/ I  #- 

L 
-+---_ - . _ _ _ _ _ _ _  4' Flores . 

Treadwell Corporation 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York. New York 10004 

Conrad Fromrn and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Attorney for Defendant @ 

(212) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

CONRAD FROMM AND MARY FROMM, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 

Index No.: 107007/ 

(Heitler, J,) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., NC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y 
l L E D  Y 

E L  2 2 2011 

CoUMTY CLERKS OFFICE 
~~~~~~,~~~~ 

C r  

i 

%> "* 

$ \i Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Conrad Fromm and Mary Fromm 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & QUGER, P.c, 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 +A- 

SO ORDERED, 

D@ 1 5  2011 I 122-5950 



HARVEY FIALA, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

Attorneys for Plaintii ~ , E p n o r ~ e ~ ~ ~ o r n e f e n d a n t  

New York, New York 100 
(212)558-5500 DLL 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

wanison, New York 10005 

SO ORDE 4 
Honorable S h m  



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEEILER-DORR- ' 

Defendant. COMPANY 
"-Il-..-t ---- -----------__- ..**.. -----------d I --rr--------ll I-*Cr- ------ x 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORJX-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

0 ,  , U J  1 3  ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR+OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice i 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintirf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10 
(212)558-5500 

.~ +,,- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ARNOLD BENEDETTO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

FcIstg E I) T i dismissed with prejudice and with 

Dated: New York, New York 4 
-7 2011 DEC 2 2 2011 ! 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

lroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Arnold Benedetto, Jr. 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 15368/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 15368/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Arnold Benedetto, Jr. 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, N e d  York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys For CertainTeed Corporation 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

. ~ - ~  ,.,., ~ 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



WARREN WHITE 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
1,A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rlquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ttorneys for Defendant 
ORR-OLI VER BOILER 

i COMPANY 
DEC 2 2 2011 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 (212)558-5500 

t harrison, New York 10005 

1 N€W YORK 
COUNTY CLERK'S BMCE (212) 661-1 151 

I 



JAMES P. CAHILL, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. E 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant 
DEc 2 2 2f111 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

PANY 
I COUNTY CLEWS M#Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

NEW vmK Harrison, New York 10528 
(914) 412-7300 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 1 0 7 0 0 5 / 0 ~ ~ ~  6225/0& 
! 127310/02, 113567/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 

- -_ 

P1 aint i ffs , 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

t NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
j MOTION AND ORDER 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
"f\ ' 

__ _. - 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Milton E. Jacobs 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 (212) 558-5500 

324-6877 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

AS BEST0 S LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN J. HUDSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) , ,  

Index No.: 107006/02, 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo Ne York 
/4 f i J  7 2011 

! 
DEL 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

DEC 1 5  2011 324-6885 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert H. LaGoe 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 17995/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

there to, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 

NEW YORK 

201 1 
P 

L 
i. " -  

a, , " '  

"c=,. ! > ,  

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
h, I %? 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (2 12) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

D m  01.20114 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 17955/02 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Robert H. LaGoe 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York . 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence D. Rookey 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 18004/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 
4 4 ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIE  % NEWYORK -3 

Judith A. Y itz, Esq./Craig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Lawrence D. Rookey 

Index No: 1 18004/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be q!n 

costs. 

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

;..> 

SO ORDERED, 
~ 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

0 1 2011 



JAMES WATTS, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOTLER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

DEL 2 2 2011 

"%&k%dkRK'S OFFICE 
-. NEWYORK 

- 4  



ALBERT LUISA (DEC.) 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
_"r___________t_____________f___________---------l------------------"" X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

v KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and wjthoyt costs. 
h 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. \J 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ~ , E I AttorneysforDefendant 

New York, New York i 0  3 COMPANY 

D t C  2 2 2011 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

' 500 Mamaroneck Ave., Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10005 

(2 12)55 8-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOFX 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kentile Floors, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

)rs. Inc, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and defendant, Kentile Floc , 

costs. 

Nicole Wesselmann, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Kentile Floors, Inc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 

1 .  Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiffs * i  

>, ,lcl 3w.:,, ~ 

%SCb& 

Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(21 2) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

without 

2082-10810 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

j 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 106695/02 1 18970/0 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 0 
Plaintiffs, / NO OPPOSITION 

i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Q 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Tishman Liquidating C o p ,  be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Tishman Liquidating Corp. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 
* -."". ., 





SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i 1,A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

i IndexNo.: 10669Y 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUISA AND ANNA LUISA, 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- j MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC,, et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are herqy dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 
WE~TZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

1122-4991 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

t 

, 
[ Index No.: 106695/02 
4 t 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

ALBERT LUJSA AND ANNA LUISA, \ 

t 

Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Treadwell Corporation 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Albert Luisa and Anna Luisa 

700 Broadway 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. WElTZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

w York 10003 
(2 12) 509-3456 0 

SO ORDERED, 

1235-4514 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
JN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
! (Heitler, J.) 

i Index No.: 10669YO 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

JOHN A. GENTILE AND JUDITH A. GENTILE, \ 
Pi ain ti ffs , / NO OPPOSITION 

! SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. ! 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New Yo& New/York 

Attorney for Defendant 
Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

John A. Gentile and Judith A. Gentile 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

324-6859 



NICHOLAS M. CIRILLO, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLTVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _1___1__11""____1____----1-1-1---"--------------------------------~-"--1-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 

(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP 
tor ys for Defendant F I L E t % $  E R-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 
E c  2 2 2011500 Marnaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 
~ U N , I ; Y  a FEW9 -412-7300 

SO ORDERED: A 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1191 11/02 

Lawrence Stern 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

~. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 
T costs. F / L E c 

DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP 
Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 452-5300 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Lawrence Stern 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1191 11/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the s.f;;4 h k b e e d  with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

DEL 2 2  2011 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

William J. Berton 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 198 10/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

DEC 2 ?  2011 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
11 6 East 27fh Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

LLP 

#+r* . 

SO ORDERED, 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 

X 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL 

No Opposition 
Summary Judgment 
Motion and Order 

X 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 
MONIQUE PELLETIER, Individually and as Executrix 
of the Estate of GIRARD PELLETIER, 
V. Index No.: 02-120337 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., et al. 
X 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL CORP., hereby request 
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 
Section 32 12, dismissing Plaintifas complaint against Defendant, QUAKER 
CHEMICAL CORP. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDE,ED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against Defendant, QUAKER CHEMICAL COW., be and the same are hereby 
dismissed with prejudice without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
yecmber a, 201 1 

New York, New York 10022 
2 12-605-6200 

Chemical 
The Dun Building 
1 10 Pearl Street, 4th Floor 
Buffalo, New York 14202 
716-852-5875 

DEC 22 20fi 



RICHARD M. PITTSLEY, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLrVlER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X _____________I___________ll_lrl__r______--------------------------"--- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

OIPDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
E D  WETTZ & LUXENBERG, P 

Attorneys far Plaintig 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2 2011 COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Harrison, New York 10528 
NEW YORK 41 4) 4 12-7300 L SO ORDERED: 

Honorable Sherry Klein-Heitler, J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

ELIZABETH TFUFARI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
DEC 2 2 2011 4 

r 

New York, NY 10003 dant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



KENNETH DONALD SNYDER, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X -l__r________________________________1__-------------------~-----"---- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New 
(2 12)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

MARIN-GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
d 

Dated: New York New yo;rk 
I l / ag  ' ,2011 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
Weitz & Luxenberg, P,C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



7104-53 (11) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

I /7 
CHARLES JOHNSON and JOAN JOHNSON, 

Piainhyfs 
-against- 

I 
I I bes6;7/04 
I 
I 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et dS. j NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
I OFiDER 

Defendants 

I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in 

interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, with prejudice and without E s t 4  L E D 
# 
1 

DEC 2 2  zozi 

By: By: 
Matthew MacIntyre, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

w s s e l l  A. Pepe, Esq. 

212-558-5500 

HARWOODLLOYD, LLC 
130 Main Street 
Hackensack, NY 07601 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, 

201 -487-1 080 

SO ORDERED: 

I sa822 I - I 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby r e q e t s  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, ,and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

ARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2 2011 ~ O M P A N Y  

Avenue 
New York 10528 

I (2 12)558-5500 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (2 

2) ~~ - 
j --dl 

NEW YORK 
P * L = M ? h "  

- 1  J.S.C. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES A. BUCHHOLZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

F I L E D ;  dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York New York 

I I 
!\/a8 ' ,2011 

DEC 2 2 2011 3! 

. -  
"4: I 2> Frank Ortiz, Esq. ky* '> 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. y , / ,  

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

/-"- " 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GEORGE E. ALLEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0, Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water the game are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

New York, New YOrk DEC 2 2 2011 
. COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE i4 * 

,2011 f 
Dated: 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

~- 
N E  YORK 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, r*--" 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitle; 

DEC 0 1 2011 



MATTHEW DANIEL ZUREK, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X __""______""__rr-----------------------------"-~---------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and witboutposts, 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. GOODMAN~LP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1000 
(212)558-5500 

SO ODERED: 



PIaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 122683102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. 
X ----------------_---1_1__1_______11_1_1_---"-"------~----------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requhts 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32.12, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. , h  I 

O ~ E ~ D ,  that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

PANY F I L E D %  50 Mamaroneck Avenue 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Hahson, New York 10528 
(212) a i - 1  151 

a 

I 
I 

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NFvV B R U W C K ,  NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEYS M U  RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, IJJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

~ ~ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

DELPHINE BLACHOWICZ HERBERT, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of ALBERT RICHARD 
BLACHOWICZ, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-122683 

NO OPPOSITION 

MOTION AND ORDER 
1 SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Go., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
1 1  13 Ill 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP i 
Attorneys for Defendant4 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08909 

Delphine Blachowicz Herbert, as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Albert Richard F I L  

SO ORDERED: 



HOAOLAND, LONG0 

DOUKnS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO ROX 480 
NEWBRUNWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTQN. NJ 

MORAN. DUNST a 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

CYNTHIA M. LAZZARO, as Administratrix for the 
Estate of JOSEPH J. LUNGA, and VERONICA K. 
LU NGA, Individually , 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-123165 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: x1 ew Brunswick, NJ 
1- l o 4 1  

4ttornevs for Defendant, 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO B o x w m  CL ENS O F m g a ,  Individually 
Mew Brunswick, New Jersey.08903 NEW KlFK 

Estate of Joseph J. Lunga, dl Veronica K. 

700 Broadway 

DEC 0 1  2011a 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COlJNTY OF NEW YORK 

......................................................... 
TN RE: NEW YORK COlJNTY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30 
(I-lcitlcr, S . j  

lndex No.: 123 165/02 

. - - - - - - - - - -  

'This Dociirncnt Relates lo: 

,JOSEPH 1,UNGA NO OI'IWSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Wl-IEREFOIIE, dcfentlnnt A.  0. Smith Watcr Prodiicts Company hereby requests 

summary judgnicnt in the above-entitlcd case, pursuant to C'ivil I'ractice I ,aw and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against dcfciitlant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED. that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

tlcfcndant A. 0. Smith Watcr Products 

pi-cjudicc m d  w i thout costs. 

same .;;lrc hereby dismissed with 

DEC 2 2  2011 

1 ' 1  \ 1 
Dated : 

9 201 I COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK n 

& Luxcnbcrg, P.C. 

New York, N Y  10003 , 

k!en Antoniou &Gowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Dcutsch, Mulvaiicy & Carpenter, LLI 
Attorneys Cor Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 l'ine Strcct, 24'" Floor 
Ncw York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, :-' 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitlcr 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 123631102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 3OILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2 2011 

50 Mamaroneck Avenue 
t k s o n  New York 10528 
/ NEW YORK L, 

(2 12)558-5500 
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC~+&~) 66;-1 151 

*F 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
x NYCAL ....................................................................... 

I.A.S. PART 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 5.)  

X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: 
ROSALIE ANN MARTINEZ, Individually and JOSEPH 
ANGELO MARTINEZ, as Personal Representative for the 
Estate of ANGELO JOHN MARTINEZ and ROSALIE ANN 
MARTINEZ, JUDGMENT 

Index No.: 123672102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
Plaintiff(s), ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOmER 
COMPANY 

-against- KEELER-DORR- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
X _____I__-__-_--------------------------------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLWER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ODERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Praintiff 
700 Broadway ORR-OLIVER BOILER 
NewYork,NewYork l 0 O F  I L E D 
(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Harrison, New York 10528 
q l 2 )  661-1 151 

%>-L+h?- I 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DAMIANO QUATTROCCHI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
.______ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 
u 

i 

dismissed with prejudice and without co 

Dated: New York, New York 
i \ ! / a g  ,2011 DEC 22 2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 dant A. 0. Smith Water 

+-C+' 

SO ORDERED, 



PlaintiffCs), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rkqfiests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,. 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys fur Plaintiff 1 Attorneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway F I L E D KEELER-DORR-OLIFERBOILER 
New York, New York. 10003 
(2 12)55 8-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

4 Harrison, New York 10528 
DEC 2 2 2011 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

IT CAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against deferidant > 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. -' i MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Attorneys for Plaintifs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 DEC * '"' BOO Mamaroneck Avenue 

~ cou~r\, GLERK'S OFF\GE Vakson, New York 10528 
g12) 661-1 151 

NEVJYORK 

DEC 0 12011 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN. WNSTB 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 180 
WBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WLTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

AGNES N. GRAY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT V. GRAY, and AGNES N. GRAY, 
Individually, 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-124441 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
, + I l l  

pz-?ikL7%& 
MATTHEW T. MACTINTYR~, ESQ. 

HOAGMND, LONGO, & LUXENBERG, LLP 

. Gray, as Executrix for the Estate of Attorneys for Defendant; 
Kohler Co. ert V. Gray, and Agnes N. Gray, 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 4 

DUNST ti DOUKAS, LLF) 

New Brunswick, 

SO ORDERED: 

New Je 

1111111llll1llllll11#11111lllllllll1lllll11111111llll1 01 2011 

BX-JURY-9 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : 12444 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby reqtI&ti;' ' 

, summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. \ ,  . < ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against de fdan t  ' 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Ptaintifl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
700 Broadway KEELER-DORl-OLI VER BOILER 

F I L E D 7500MamaroneckAvenue 
+ Harrison, New York 10528 
' (212) 661-1151 
i 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

Index No.: 103181/03 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

' 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY , 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

* KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOKER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
, . * .  . 

~. 

1 Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 100 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
dttorneys for Defendant 

F I L E D  7 500 Marnaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway &?fELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)558-5500 
~ M P A N Y  

i Harrison, New York 10528 
DEC 2 2 2011 

COUNN CLERK'S O F W E  

(212) 661-1151 
a 

>*.*-" W*' * .  
YOMK 

0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
-------------______________l__l_____fr_r--_-------------~-------------- x NYCAL 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. PART 30 

Index No. : 103 182103; e 244441 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 
X _I_____------------------------------------"--------------------------- 

This document relates to: 
MARIO ESPOSITO 

Plaintiff7 SUMMARY 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X -"r__---_-----------__________I_________--""------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requkBEs <' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

I dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, I 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. " 1 .  

) I  

Paul Josephs, Esd 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PlaintEfl 

New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway -DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

F I L E D  

-*- ~ r- A L I I  *w*\ -wuw 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

EDNA SHARGEL, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of SOL SHARGEL, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY. et al.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-124444 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs’ 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunkwic ‘ G J I L E D  
9 1  P 111 

DEC 2 2  2ov 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
(0 hle r Co . 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

Edna Shargel, Individually and as Executrix 
for the Estate of Sol Shargel 
700 Broadway 

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEC 01  2011 

- -- 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

GERTRUDE AGRIFOGLIO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

1 

d 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York \ \ lag ,2011 DEC 2 2  2019 3: 

iou McGowan, Esq. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Hon. Sherry Kleffrkeitler 



SUPmME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

1 .  

I 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document relates to: 

NICHOLAS C .  LATZER and THELMA LATZER, 

Plaintiff, 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. 1252 1 1 /02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules $ 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

F I L E D ;  
Dated: New York, New YorK 

I! I 2  ith DEC 2 2 2011 , 

I ' c o u N , , c L E R K s 3 ,  I , 
NEW YORK 

ichrnond, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Nicholas C. Latzer and Thelma Latzer 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

k-te I;R' 
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, 2 1 st Floor 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

SO ORDERED, 

483 1-9673-1293.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHN MURRAY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
____-_._.....-______------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no apposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

LE dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: NewYork,New York DEC 2 2 2Er1, 
llla8 , 2 0 p  

CLERKS OFFIC: * 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith water 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

Index No.: 125213/02 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOHN MURRAY, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

1. .- 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph Colon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126 1 86/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho 
-*  '7. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, *-- Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

DEC 0 1  2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Ralph Colon 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126 1 86/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. g.n 

Dated: New Yor 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

, 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

01  2011 



THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUISA ROTOLO 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 



HOAOLAND, LON00 
MORAN. WNST 8 
DWKAS, LLP 
ATIORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON 5T 

NWVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

PO aox 180 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARGUERITE HARDY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLARD HARDY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 02-126685 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., heray requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
1 1  23 ( I /  

HOAGLAND, LONGO, M 
DUNST8 DOUKAS, L L F ' F )  L E D 
Attorneys for Defendant! 
Koh le r Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 48 bEC * * *01' 

Administratrix for the Estate of Willard Hardy 
700Broadway 
New York, NY 1 

%&%LERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

New Brunswick, New a r  

SO ORDERED: 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
11/4/11 

IN RE NEW YOFX CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

FREDERICK PORTA 

INDEX NO. 
126686/02 
ASSIGNED TO: 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CoHsolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and withouf cost 

Dated: New York. New York 
i ;  

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 

DEC 2 2 2011 - 
Fr 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

on Company of New 
York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 

Our File No 
S-4 101-03 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

l _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  " _ " 1 " ~ ~ ~ - ~ - . - ~ . . . ~ ~ . ~ . . . . . " " ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - . ~ . . - " - - - - - - - - -  

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 103872/03; 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_........___________~~~ ~"~~--"----------------..-..~~-------"------- 

This Document Relates to: 

LUISA ROTOLO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New Y 
"F 

/ / j ?  ,2011 / 

"----" 

SO ORDERED, 
" *  , 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y0R.K 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN E: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 104029/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  "---.--....""-----------"----------- 

This Document Relates to: 

FREDERICK PORTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

32 12; dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0, Smith Water Products 

prejudice and without costs. 

dismissed with 

i 
j 
! 

New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 7 . 7  Dated: 
! .  .. I \  1 q ,2011 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Mu@-----+ 
Hekn Antoniou M&Gdwm, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLI 
Attorneys far Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24t'' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

I672493 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 126733/02 

Clinton A. McCloud 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(2 12) 452-5300 

_. 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry K. Hcitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: I Index No: 126733/02 

Clinton A. McCloud 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corpo F r y b r d e  s~ ar 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. - .  

DEC 2 2 2011 
1 ,  

CLERK'S OFFICE 1 

Dated: New York, New York 

NEW YORK 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLp 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

01 20111 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Willis R. Gavigan 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126765/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. . ! F I L E D  i 3 ? ' '  

Dated: New York, New York 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27fh Street, 12' Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

SO ORDEED, 
Won. Sherry K. Heitler 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J .) 

Index No.: 126765102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(21 2)558-5500 



WlLLIS GAVIGAN, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X __"__11_1_____1___1_"~------------------------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
/ I : -  "ir- f l  

Dated: Harmon, New h r k  

Attorneys for Pla 

__--- 

~ ~ i d  GO~DMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2 2011 COMPANY 
(2 12)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 

Harrison, New York 10528 COUNW CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK . J+a (212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 126765/02 

Willis R. Gavigan 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly knownpsrs Dana Corporation, be and 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E 
same are T 7 1 ii 

j DEC 2 2  2011 Dated: New York, New York 
llp3 ,2011 

1 .  !? 
Y4d( a b -  " 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
1 16 East 27th Street, 12' Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

New York, NY 10003 

JAMES A. ROBINETT 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24'h Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: New Yprk, New York F I L E D  7 :  '*? q \ *3- ,2011 2 2  2011 
-7 

SO ORDERED, 

1668837 



TMc:CCCjpk) 
10/2 1 /11 

SUPREME COURT : ALL COUNTIES 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION, 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

DAVID WEISSMAN 

INDEX NO. 
126937102 
ASSIGNED TO: 
WON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E D  7 '  
d 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 Z C l l  

LUXENBERG, P.C. 

New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 
4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
5-4393-03 

DEC 0 9 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

j I.A.S. Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

3 127310/0 , 113567/02 

j NO OPPOSITION 

: MOTION AND O m E R  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

MILTON E. JACOBS, 
107005/02, 1 16225/02, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. C. & S., INC., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with 

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Milton E. Jacobs 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co. 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

. I *j* *lllyl 

*”* SO ORDERED 
I Xlli^. --* ~ 

DEC 1 5  20f l i  324-6871 



This document relates to: 
JOSEPH J. LAUER JR. as Administrator for the Estate of 
JOSEPH J. LAUER, SR. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

Index No.: 1273 17/02 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KIEELER-DORR- 

X _________"_"1_"1_1___---1---lrr-1-1------------------------------------------~- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plninttfl 

New York, New York 1000 

Aporneys for Defendant 
700 Broadway ER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)55 8-5500 F I L E D  
DEC 2 2 2011 (212)661-1151 

I 4 

J.S.C. / 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOSEPH J. LAUER SR. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 
+! 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 
!!/a6 ,2011 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

. .- 

NEW YORK 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24* Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald W. Riddell 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 127345102 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Donald W. Riddell 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 127345/02 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York. New York 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27'h Street, 12* Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



BILLIE SELF and CYNTHIA L. SELF, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AS TO 

Plaintiff(s), : FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

-against- 
Index No.: 127400102 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

Defendant(s). : 

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment 
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the sam 
without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

re hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

4 
d 

F I L  
DEC 2 2 2GlI 

4 
\2\ L ,201 1 I. 

~ U W  CLERKS OFFICE 

SG% 
By: Heather J. Gaw, E&. 
AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
DEUTSCH, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Third Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 

New York, New York 10003 
Counsel for: Billie Self and Cynthia L. Self 

SO ORDERED: 

{ 0 106614 I .DOC } 



StJPREME C01JR-r O F  T I E  STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler ‘Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

“Freightliner Corporation,” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 

Joseph J. Ortego, Esq. 
anto Borruso, Esq. D 4 

WIXON PEABODY LLP 

pairnler Trucks North America, LLC 
..4ttorneys,for Plaintiff 2 2 2011 ,‘Ittorneys for Defendunt, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 1 ObOkou~~y CLERKIS OFFICE s/h/u Freightliner Corporution 
(212) 558-5500 ’ NEW YORK 50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

ericho, NY 1 1735-2728 

SO ORDERED, 



..-- 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

FRANK MONASTER0 

WHEREFOW, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, su 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

Index No. 02- 127406 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

d herein as Patterson-Kelle! 

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

By: 
Samuel Goldblatt, E 
Benjamin R. Dwyer 
NIXON PEABODY LLP 

. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza 
180 Maiden Lane Patterson-Kelley Company 
New York, NY 10038 
(212) 558-5500 untain Plaza, Suite 500 

SO ORDERED, 

1365 1402.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 

COLLEEN M. FISCHER as Personal Representative : 
for the Estate of WILLIAM D. MANNIX 

X ----1--____"_"__1_____________________I_------------"---"--------- 

X ------""-r____________________1___1111_1--------"---~"--"-------- 

INDEX NO. 1 1933103 

Plaintiffs, : Hon. Sherry Klein Hktler 
vs : Part30 

GIAMBOI BROTHERS, et al. : NO OPPOSITION 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Defendants. : MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiff's 

complaint against defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant GIAMBOI BROTHERS, e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. v ' ) f . E ~  p 
i Dated: New York, New York 

3. 
1 & SILVERMAN, LLP 

360 Lexington Avenue, 20' Floor 
New York, NY 10017 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

502 Carnegie Center, Suite 103 
Princeton, NJ 08540 

Attorpys for Defendant Giamboi Brothers 
(212) 986-2233 (609) 987-0022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

DOMINIC ELIA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without cost 

Dated: New York New York 7' I l /N  ' ,2011 DEC 2 2 2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

"*m.-- 

SO ORDERED, 



WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and ctoss-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OJXVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed&th prejudice 

and without costs. 
_ .  - - 

??= 
_ .  
* I  ._ - 

Paul Josephs, Esq. 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

1 Attorneys for Defendant 
KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

DEI: 2 2 201'1 
(2 12)558-5500 P 

f COUNTY CLERK' 
OFFICE '500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

Harrison, New York 10528 
-1-1 151 NEW YORK 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 100281/01 
1 19396/00 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHERZlFORE, defendant REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, 'that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

,-be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice KEIELER-DQm-OLIVER BOILE 
* T  . L -  
T- -.. . 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DEC 2 700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

,Kls o ~ ~ i c @  Mamaroneck Avenue (2 12)558-5500 I 
C0UN-W CLW 

NEW YORK Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. 



.* 4 

HORQLAND, LONGO 
MOWN, DUNST 8. 
DOWAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEWBRUNMCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
?Ul VVILTSEV'S MILL RD 
SUJE 202 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LIT1 GAT1 ON 

INDEX NO.: 03-100770 

JAMES E. WILSON 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. ET AL 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: 

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Kohler Co. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: - 

MATTHEW T. MACINTYRE, E S W  
WEITZ & LUXENBERG 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), 
James E. Wilson 
700 Broadway New York, NY 10003 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

DEC 2 2 2011 
I 4 

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 
NEW YORK 

-w.. , A. *. 



COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
X NYCAL --__________________1_______1_____1111__------------------------------- 

I.A.S. PART 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

D 1 077 /03 

X ....................................................................... 
119376/00; 107190/01; This document relates to: 

JAMES E. WILSON 

Plaintiff( s), NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

-against- JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 
KIEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. O L I a R  BOILER 
- - -__I______________________________l__l~~~~"~~-- - - - - - - -~~"-"~-- - - - - - -  * X COMPANY 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant td Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

. KEELER-DQICR-OLIVER. BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissebl-thprejudice 

and without costs. 
-- 

Dated: New York, New York 
/2,05 ,2011 

EITZ & LUXENBE 
J Attorneys for  Plaintiff 7 ' Attorneys for  Defendant 

New York, New York 10003 1 COMPANY 
(212)558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 1 500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway DEC 2 2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

NEW YORK 1 Harrison, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOFX 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________1____1_______________________f------------------------------- X NYCAL 

In Re NEW Y O N  COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LTTIGATlON (Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 
_______--II-_________________________fr_--------------~------------~--- X 
This document relates to: 
ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 

ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

&%% 
For the Estate ofDAVID BLENKENSOPP and 119388-00 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

-against- DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

KEELER-DORR OLJVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Defendant. 
...................................................................... X 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

Udants, all claims and cross-claims against defendaut 

kY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejadice 

I 
ORDERED, that upon notic 

KEELER-DOI~G~~ILIVER * -  BOILER 

and without costs. 

I 

MARlN GOODMAN, 
Attordeys for Defenda 

700 Broadway ORR-OLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York I0003 

2011 Harrisoh, New York 10528 
(2 12h661-115 1 

DEC a 12011 



WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A, 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

P.1 L E g  dismissed with prejudice and without c 

Dated: New York, New York $ 

I\ l a  I? ,2011 DEC 2 2 2011 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



CONLEY M. KING, 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant, COMPANY 
X ...................................................................... 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

I L  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ORK MA- GOODMAN, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintisf 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

SO ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

REELER-DORR- OLI VER BOILER 

(914) 412-7300 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

REELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

rr ZAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

-6440/01; 119385100; 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant REELER-DORJX-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDER.ED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

. I KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are h e r e b y . d i s m i s s ~ ~ r e j u d i c e  

and without costs. 
. 

? Paul Josephs, Esq. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 100 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY F I L E D 7  500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(2 12)558-S500 
j Harrison, New York 10528 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1151 
I 
3 

n 

DEC 07.2011 
J.S.C. 

, ,>,, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
X NYCAL _"fll_--_-__r__ll__l""-*~~---------------*-------------"--------------- 

I.A.S. PART 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X __f___--------__r---_l__l_r___l1l_l_l_ll----~---~~-~------------------- 

This document relates to: 
FRANCIS MIGNONE, Individually and ANTHONY J. 
MIGNONE,JR as Executor for the Estate of ANTHONY J. 
MIGNONE, SR. SUMMARY 

Index No.: 101955/03 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
Plaintiff( s), MOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
-against- DEFENDANT 

KEELER-DORR- 
OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 
X r_l__r_---_--l__l___Ill__l_f__fl___ll_l_-~-~*~-~"-~----"-------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rkquests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DOFUZ-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, ' . 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DOFLR-OLIVER BOILER C O W  d the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for PZaintig 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 SO0 Mamaroneck Avenue 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 

Harrison, New York 10528 

700 Broadway KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

- -  
This document relates to: 
FRANCIS MIGNONE, Individually and ANTHONY J. 
MIGNONE,JR as Executor for the Estate of ANTHONY J. 
MIGNONE, SR. 

Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Index No.: 101955/03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

ICEELER-DORR- 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, ' 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ODERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and" the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

DEC 2 2011 
/4 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP, 
Attorneys for Defendant 

COMPANY 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Harrison, New York 10528 

K€?ELER*DORR-OLI VER BOILER 

(212) 661-1 151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JACK NIELSEN NO OPPOSITION SUMn R1 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

*_. - 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

Index No.: 

(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

K1EELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby rkquests I 

~ 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,. 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOI&E*R COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. . .  

WELT2 & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
4 Harrison, New York 10528 

(2 12)558-5500 

!12) 661-1151 

J .3 .L .  I 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

' ' 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Paul Josephs, Esq, 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
/Ittorneys for Defendant 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 

New York, New York 100 
700 Broadway 1IyEELER-DORR-OLIVER 3OILER 

(2 12)558-5500 
C ~ M P A N Y  
500 Mamaroneck Avenue P I L E D J  , Harrison, New York 10528 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1 151 
-4 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

JOHANNES DEVALK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A, 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
m 2 2 2011 

New York, NY 10003 dant A. 0. Smith Water 

SO ORDERED, 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 

Index N-3; 124444102 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIWR BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requkkts J '  

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaihtiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, I 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. I 

ORZlERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant ) *  

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

Paul Josephs, Esd 
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

ORR-OLIVER BOILER 

aroneck Avenue D '  New York 10528 



HOAGLAND, LONGO 
MORAN, DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, L,lP 
AUTORhlEYS AT LAW 

WRTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSMJ ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNNCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE M2 
HAMMONTON, NJ 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

This Document Relates to: 

EDNA SHARGEL, Individually and as Executrix for 
the Estate of SOL SHARGEL, 

INDEX NO.: 1031 85-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS COMPANY, et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsl 

lefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
(ohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Jew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

for the Estate of Sol Shargel 
700 Broadway 

/-"' " ." 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

SOL SHARGEL NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_________.......... 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F I L E i 

DEC 2 2 Z N  Dated: New York, New York 
,2011 

i 
I \  ,I aP' 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICF 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

Helen Antoniou McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

-' 

SO ORDERED, 



HOAOLAND, LONDO 

DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NNVBRUNSWCK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILEEY"S WL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMDNTON, hw 

MORAN. w r  8 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

~ 

This Document Relates to: 

AGNES N. GRAY, as Executrix for the Estate of 
ROBERT V. GRAY, and AGNES N. GRAY, 
Individually, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. et at.. 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 103205-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohier Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
( 1  14 

/&&L72z&& 
MATTHEW T. MACTINTYKE, ESQ. 

IOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN 
3UNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, gnds N. Gray, as Executrix for the Estate of 
(oh le r Co. obert V. Gray, and Agnes N. Gray, 
$0 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 DEC 2 2 2Qfl Individually 
Yew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

WEITZ 8 LUXENBERG, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff (s), F I L E 
700 Broadway 

York, NY 10003 CWNTY CLERKS OFFW _. r _. 
NEW YORK 

SO ORDERED: 

BX- JURY - 8 



Index No. : 12444 1 ,102;- 

NO OPPOSITION 

JUDGMENT 
-against- MOTION AND 

ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

Plaintiff( s), SUMMARY 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 
. OLIVER BOILER 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X l-__rr-----------____________l__l____lrr-----------"--------~--------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules .Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 1 ,  

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

REELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

; MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys 700 Broadway for Plaintiff C) 1 ~~~~~~~~~~  BO^^^^ 
New York, New York 10003 DE(: 2 2  2011 coMpANy 
(212)558-5500 300 Mamaroneck Avenue 

arrison, New York 10528 
g12)  661-1151 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

TERRENCE WALSH NO OPPOSITION SUMn RY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_.._________-...________________________...--------....--------...-- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water and4he same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 Dated: New York, New York 
I! la 8 ' 201 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 4 : 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

NEW YORK 

dant A. 0. Smith Water 

*"". . 

SO ORDERED, 



WOAGLAND, LONOO 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NWVBRUNSWICK. NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WIL'TSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
WAMMONTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

MARGUERITE HARDY, Individually and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of WILLARD HARDY, 

against 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 103359-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2,  dismissing plaintiffs' 

:omplaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

jefendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

IATED: New Brunswick, NJ 
. .q 

iOAGLAND, LONGO, MOR 
IUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Cohler Co. 
IO Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
dew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

Marguerite Hardy, I n d 9 a l l y  and as 
Administratrix for the Estate of Willard Hardy 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

LUISA ROTOLO 

Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

321 2, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with 

prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: N e w Y o r k , N e w Y g  I L E D 
/ / /?  ) 201 1 

SO ORDERED, ..r 

1 Heixer Won. Sherry KfG 

1612489 0 12011 



~ 

hereby requests s u m m q  judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 

.... " .__~. . . . . ._____~~~~~~~~~~~~- - " - .~" "~~~-~~~~~" .~~- - - - - - " - - .~ - . - -~ - - - - -  

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

LUISA ROTOLO 

AS SIGNED 
HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

I 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison 

Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims 

I against defendant Consolidated Edison 

dismissed with prejudice and without co 

and the same are hereby 

1 .  E C  2 2  2#l4 I Dated: New York, New York 
"" ~- . * ( . C  

. -  
.--. . -. .  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 100035 York, Inc. 

4 Irving Place 
New York, NY 10003-3598 

DEC 0 iz0lt SO ORDERED: 

Our File No 
S-4264-03 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

FREDERICK PORTA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products 

prejudice and without costs. 

dismissed with 

p 
New York, New York DEE 2 2 2011 Dated: 

I \  1 q ,2011 4 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE ! 

We& & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

, ,  
NEW YORK 

lvaney & Carpenter, LLP 

"I 

SO ORDERED, 

1612493 
0 1 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

i (Heitler, J.) 

f Index No.: 108619/03 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 

THIS DOCUMENT I E F S  TO: 

GERARD SLOBODA, 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION 
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- / MOTION AND ORDER 
+ 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al. 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, George A. Fuller Company, hereby requests fllmmary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant-to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, George A. Fuller Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no apposition thereto, 

ORDERElD, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clahs and cross claims against 

defendant, George A. Fuller Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

George A. Fuller Company 
M c G m y  & KLUGBR, P.C. 
80 Broad Stree-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 509-3456 

Gerard Sloboda 
WILENTZ, GODMAN & S P ~ R ,  P.A. 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New Yo& New Yo& 10038-3901 
(212) 267-3091 , ,  

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
rN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERARD SLOBODA, 
; Index No.: 108619/03 

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITXON 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- MOTION AND ORDER 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al. 

Defendants. j 

WHEmFORE, defadant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Jnc., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon 'notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Pat& New York, New York 

Sid Harvey Industries, Inc. 
M c G m y  & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Gerard Sloboda 
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SPITZER, P.A. 
1 10 William Street, 26th Floor 
New York, New York 10038-3901 

(212) 509-3456 . 3091 I. .' 

SO ORDERED, 

0660157N 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW Y O N  
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YQRK COUNTY i NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LEIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

GERARD SLOBODA, 

i LAX Part 30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

/ Index No.: 108619/03 

Plaintiffs, \ NO OPPOSITION 
j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

-against- 1 MOTION AND ORDER 

A. W. CHESTERTON CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, John W. Wallace & Co., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 8 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, John W. Wallace & Co., with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, John W. Wallace & Co., be and the same axe hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without casts, / ; F I L E D  i 

Dated: New York, Nhw York 

John W. Wallace & Co. 
MCGJYNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New Yo&, New York 10004 

Gerard Sloboda 
WILENIZ, GOLDMAN & S P ~ R ,  P.A. 
110 William Street, 26th Floor 
New Yo% New York 10038-3902 

12121 509-3456 (212) 267-3091 
---* _- 

582-1231 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X NYCAL ....................................................................... 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

T.A.S. Part 30 

X ....................................................................... 
This document relates to: Index No.: 115839/2003 

VELPO JOHNSON, JR. 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTTON AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X 1_____~.__rr__________rt________________------------------------------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DO=-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for  Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

ELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER F I L E D  
(212)558-5500 neck Ave., Suite 501 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

Index No.: 120250-03 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
DEFENDANT 
ORDER AS TO 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE7 defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby 

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER 

BOILER COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defkndant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. n 

Attorneys. for Plaintiff LLP. 
700 Broadway 

HEELER-D ORR-OLIVER BOIL 

‘ 2 0  Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
Harrison, New York 10528 

,ER 

DEC 0 12011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

CHARLES JOHNSON NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 
~ 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor 
New York. New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 



" I  

7104-53 (1 1) 
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

I 

NYCAL 
CHARLES JOHNSON and JOAN JOHNSON, I 

; INDEXNOS:- 
Plain hyfs 

I 
I 
I 

-against- 
I 

I NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et als. 
Defendants I JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

I 

I 
I 

I ORDER 
I 

WHEREFORE, defendants, Motion Control Industries, Inc., as predecessor in 

interest to Carlisle Corporation ("Motion Control"), hereby requests summary judgment in 

the above-captioned matter, pursuant to CPLR 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint 

against Motion Control, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against 

Motion Control be and the same are hereby dismissed, wi 

Dated: New York, ew York 

CLERKS OFFICE 
,/$& . 

By: By: 

. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 130 Main Street 
New York, NY 10003 Hackensack, NY 07601 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, 
Motion Control Industries, 

HARWOOD LLOYD, LLC 

2 12-558-5500 201-487-1080 

SO ORDERED: 

- . _ *  - * . ,* " *  

1808221-1 



Plaintiff( s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 121477/0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, ,and there being no'opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

IVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby 

I , ,  

and without costs. 

AIUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Plaintifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 DEC 2 2 2011  COMPANY 

5 0 Mamaroneck Avenue 
r E l  (2 12)55 8-5500 

CQUNW CLERKS OFFICE New 10528 
(212) 661-1151 

,"-.--.l 

NEW YORK 
w I I - P C ' . I - .  



BELLUCK k FOX Fax; 212+681+1574 DOC 5 2011 04:26pm W03/007 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YQRK 
COLWTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No. : 106696/04 
In, Re: NEW YORR CITYASBESTOS LlTIGATlON 

. .  

JOHN JAY WOLTER, 
Plaintifls), 

- against - 
WEIL-MCLMN, et al., 

Defen dank 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMl3NT 

MOTION 

WHEIREFORIE, Refendant WEIL-MCUM COMPANY, INC., hwimfter (‘WEIL- 
MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgmenr in the above-snti tled case, pursuant to 

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 
Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and them being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cIaims and cross claims 

against Defendant, Wbl-McLdn be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either par$. I F / 
Dated; 1 1  201 1 L E D  by‘ 

.a’ New York, New Yo;k OEC 2 2  2011 

Bonnie M. Steinwolf, Eeq. 
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-Mchin 
(212) 681-1575 

%&$fe<L.&udner, Esq. 1, 
SEGAL McCAMBRIPGE 
SINGER & .MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attomays for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New Yoxk, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
."________..._."________________________~~~.....~~~~~~.~~"~~~-.~~.-- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 

IndexNo.: e 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

__...--_-____-______.....-. " - - - - - - - -  ~...--- "------.-.~~"---".-.----- 

This Document Relates to: 

RONALD G. PEPPERDAY 11 1254-0 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 

AND ORDER 

..-_ " - - - - _ _ _ _  ....__ "-""-----~--"-...~"---------..-----""...-"------- 

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as 

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant 

l o  Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against Defendant 

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs, 

Dated: 

Frank Ortiz, Esq. 
McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant, 
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation 

88 Pine Street, 24*h Floor 
k, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 1 Index No: 113616/04 

Alfred E. Smith 
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the s q  are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.  FILED 
Dated: New York, New York DEC 2 2 2011 

' c ~ R K S O F F I C E  1 
NEW (IRK 

Judith A. Yavit EsqKraig Blau, Esq. 
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP *I, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. *. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, m-" 
Hon. Sherry R. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Alfred E. Smith 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 113616/04 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the prejudice and without 

costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
-i DEC 2 2  2011 

- - . .- -. . . 

WEITZ & LUXE~BERG, P.C. DARGER ERKANTE YAVITZ i !& BLAU, 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation 
116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 

SO ORDERED, 

LLP 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 114369/04 

SIDNEY PLOECKELMANN, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

SINGER & MAHON 
54VFIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain 
(888) 808-0428 

Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
A New York, NY 10022 



SUPRFiME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
....................................................................... X NYCAL 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. PART 30 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

This document relates to: 
BONNIE DAILEY, As Administratrix for the Estate of 
FRANCIS DAILEY and BONNIE DAILEY, Individually 

Index No.: 101828/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
-against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR- 
KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
NewYork,NewYorkl0003F I L E D 
(212)558-5500 0 Marnaroneck Avenue 

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 

DEC 2 2 2011 Harrison, New York 10528 
(y2) 661-1151 

OUNN CLERK'S OFFICE ' 

. 

DEC 0 12011 



STANLEY WEISENFELD (Dec.), 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WXIEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: HpRyn, ljew Y# ) 0. 2k"V 

Attoheys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 2 ZWELERiDORkOLIVER BOILER 
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY 

-V CI ERK's (#@@&rnaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
NEW YOHK Harrison, New York 10528 1 

c *_. 

(212)558-5500 

(212) 661-1151 

h-Heltler 
DEC 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

- .. 

This Document Relates to: 

Phillip R. Cox 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 114082/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Dana Companies, 

LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Dana Companies, LLC, formerly known as Dana Corporation, be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff ,. X I  Attorneys for Dana Companies, LLC, 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 100 16 

116 East 27* Street, 12* Floor 

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300 

--, 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 
j (Heitler, J.) 

0 THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 
ELLEN A. COX, Individually and Executrix for the Estate i Index No.: 105872/0 
of PHILIP R. COX, 

114082/05 

Plaintiffs, 
j NO OPPOSITION 

j MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- j SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

A. 0. SMITH WATERPRODUCTS CO., et, al., 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 6 3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint 

against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant . 

Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice -and without costs. 

I 

i Steven T. Corbin, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Peerless Industries, Inc. 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP 
77 Water Street, Suite 2100 
New York, New York 10005 
(212) 232-1300 

Ellen A. Cox, Individua 
Executrix for the Estate 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway, 6* Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

SO ORDERED, 

OEC 0 12811 
48 16-0480-4362.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-X _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
-X ____________I_____________xI I________ 

This Document Relates to: 
YALE EISENBERG, 

Plaintiff ( s )  
- against - 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.:114501/05 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC, et al. 

WHEREFORE, defendant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., INC 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, 

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant MARIO & DIBONO 

PLASTERING CO., INC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against defenc ant MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., 

INC, be dismissed with prejudice and without cost n 
Attorneys fo 
YALE EISENBE ' MARIO & DIBONO PLASTERING CO., 

INC 
177 Montague Street 

212-558-5500 Brooklyn, New York 11201 z >  I (718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  
Our File No.:10924-5110 

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY 
_ _ _ * - - _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ X I _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ f  -X 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 
YALE EZSENBERG, 

Plaintiff, 

- against - 
A.O. SMITH WATER COMPANY., et al., 

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Judge Heitler) 

Index No.: 114501/05 

NO-OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice 

Law and Rules Section 53212, di-smisslng plaintiffs' Complaint 

against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims 

and cross claims against d t BURNHAM LLC, be dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. F p d t E ~  7 
Dated: Brook1 

Attorneys f o r  Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant 
YALE EISENBERG Burnham LLC 
700 Broadway, grh Floor 177 Montague Street 
New York, New York 10003 Brooklyn, New York 11201 
212-558-5500 (718) 855-9000 

Our File No.: 11084-1 
SO ORDERED: 

1' Won. Sherry K. Heitler 



SlJPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 

GERALDALLEN 
NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: Jericho 

By: 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ' NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Fre ightlinw Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 
Jericho, NY 11735-2728 

F ' L  Eo (5 16) 832-7500 

SO ORDERED, 
DEC 2 2  2011 

13686476.1 



NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 

MOTION AND 
"against- ORDER AS TO 

DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 

Plaintiff, JUDGMENT 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER-DORR- 

Defendant. COMPANY 
X _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ r _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - - - - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ " ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - -  

WHEREFORZ3, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 
A 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10083 
(212)558-5500 

Adorneys for b6fendant 
DE; 2 2 2011 KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

0 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501 
, New York 10528 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: 1 15803/05 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 
' 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

c _ _  

DEC 2 2 2011 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for ' lainti! ' COUNTY CLERKS o F F , ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ O R R - O L I V E R  BOILER 

F NEW YORK COMPANY 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 1oOOa 

500 Mamaroneck Avenue 
Hamson, New York 10528 

(2 12)55 8-5500 

(212) 661-1 151 

SO ORDERED: 

0000067797M038 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW Y O N  CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

Merle G. Burgin 

NYCAL 
(Heitler, J.) 
Index No: 1 16958/05 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation, with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

CertainTeed Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

costs. 

700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 100 16 
(212) 452-5300 



Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 100135/06 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

AKEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORLlERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Pluintifl 
700Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 DEC 2 2 2011 

IMAlUN GOODMAN, LLP. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
itEELER-DORR-OLI VER BOILER 
COMPANY 

F I L E D 7 
500 Mamaroneck Avenue 

q Harrison, New York 10528 
CQ~PL; iy C-WRK'S OFFICE 1 (212) 661-1 151 

..& -4 SO ORDERED 

DEC 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

This Document Relates to: 

HOAGLAND, LMUGO 
MORAN. DUNST & 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
NEW BRUNWWK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
?‘E WTSEY’S MILL RD 
SUlTE 202 
HAIUIMONTON, NJ 

INDEX NO.: 06-1 16037 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

RICHARD J. CONKLIN, 

against 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, LL 
Attorneys for Plaintiff, 
Richard J. Conklin 
700 Broadway 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorn e ys for Defendant , 
Ko h I e r Co 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
Vew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

30 ORDERED: 

F I L E  DEC 01 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EMILIO DiFABIO 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, S.) 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 

MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America, LLC, sued herein as 

"Freightliner Corporation," ("DTNA"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled 

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint 

against defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: J e r i c h N Y  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

NIXON PEABODY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Daimler Trucks North America, LLC 
s/Wa Freightliner Corporation 
50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300 

richo, NY 1 1735-2728 
16) 832-7500 F I L E I) J 

SO ORDERED, DEC 2 2  2011 

13686476. I 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 
-"--_________-."-___~--------.~------------------.---------.~------- 

NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 1 1 1823-02; 100 79-07 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
_______.._______________________________--------."------------------ 

0 This Document Relates to: 

KARL E. NEUBERT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 
_____..--._"________~-----~"---------------------~------..-~-------- 

WHEREFORE, defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant A. 0. Smith Water 

Products Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant A. 0. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby 

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
F I L E D  

DEC 2 2 2011 

N = V Y f l R K  1 

i t  /a6 ,2011 I 

'OUNR CLERK'S OFFlC 

* I *  SO ORDERED, 7 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 

- ."I 

Hien  h o n i o u  McGowan, Esq. 
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, 
LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant A. 0. Smith Water 
Products Company 
88 Pine Street, 24' Floor 
New York, New York 10005 

I 

I. 
I .  

.". t " 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

X 
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY 
....................................................................... 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
X ___________________________________________---------"----"------------- 

This document relates to: 
JAMES D. LANIEAN and MONA LANIGAN 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against- 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. PART 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

W 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plainiifl 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 

GOODMAN, LLP. 

COMPANY 
20'' 500 hamaroneck Avenue 

FF\&son, New York 10528 
(212) 661-1 151 e 

SO ORDERED 

0 1 2011 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No.: @%E? 
107299/2000 

ROBERT LAURANCE MAYDICH, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 
DEFENDANT 

OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

KEELER-DORR- 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOlLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Attorneys for Defend 
ER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
(2 12)558-5500 Marnaroneck Ave., Suite 501 . ,  

I qHarrison, N Y  10528 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORJS 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
__________~_-_r-________________________------------------------------- X NYCAL 

I n  Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) 

X 
This document relates to: 
ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, as Personal Representative 
For the Estate ofDAVID BLENKENSOPP and 
ANNA E. BLENKENSOPP, Individually, 

________________________x_______________------------------------------- 

119388-00 

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND 
ORDER AS TO 

-against- DEFENDANT 
KEELER-DORR- 

KEELER-DORR OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. OLIVER BOILER 
COMPANY 

Defendant. 
X ______________f*__l_t___________________------------------------------ 

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, 

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

New York, New York 10003 
(212)558-5500 

ER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

amaroneck Avenue - Suite 501 
2011 Harrisoh, New York 10528 

(212h661-1151 
NTY CLERK’S O F F I ~  



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

________________________________________----~--.~-.~*~..------------ 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 

(Heitler, S.) 

Index No.: 190064/09 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
________________________________________----.-*".-.".-.------------- 
This Document Relates to: 

DOREEN WALLACK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer, 

Inc. (improperly pled as Cutler Hammer, Inc.) ("Eaton"), hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against Eaton with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Eaton be and the s&&ebyEm@ w T  prejudice and without costs. 

DEC 2 2 2011 
1 

Dated: New York, Few York 
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

-A 

Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in- 
interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. 

New York, New York 10003 &Cqenter ,  LLP 

SO ORDEMD, 

1604963 



WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER-DORR-OLIVER BOILEK C O W A N Y ,  

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and'cross-claims against defendant 

. . KEELER-DOIRR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are h e r e b y d i s m i s 4 e c ~ e j u d i c e  - 

.. . 
and without costs. 

PaurJosephs, Esq. ' 
MAlUN GOODMAN, LLP. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

New York, New York 100 
700 Broadway -DORR-OLIVER BOILER 

Hprrison, New York 10528 
(2 12)558-5500 

DEC 2 2 2011 (212) 661-1151 

DEC 01 2011 



N'YCAL 

L.A.S. Pat 30 
(Hcitler, S.) 

Index No.: 19c)282-05) 

NO OPPOSITIQN 
SUMMARY 
JZIDGMENT 
MOTlON - --. - . .  

32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs complaint against clefe~idmt PI~CUIIIU Abex LLC with 

pi-cjudicc, thcrc being 110 opposition thcretcr, it is 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O N  

-- 
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITGATION NYCAL 

L A X  Part 30 (Heitler, J.) 

LORRAINE DTGTLIO, as Executrix for the Estate of LOUIS 
DIGILIO, and LORRAINE DIGILIO, Individually, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

Index No.: 190 166- 10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant MINE SAFETY APPLIANCES COMPANY 

(“MSA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled action pursuant to 

CPLR $3212, dismissing the plaintiffs’ complaint against MSA with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claim and cross claims 

against defendant MSA be and the same hereby dismissed with pr &d&eD 
costs. 

Dtc 2 2 Z U l l  
1 mw CLERK’S OFFICE 

+.- 

-*m+. W W Q 3 K  

p 9 . p  
Brian P. Sexton, Esq. 
SEXTON LAW FIRM 
Attorneys for Defendant 
MINE SAFETY APPLIANCES CO. 
5039 60* Street 
New York, New York 11377 

r 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 
T (212) 558-5500 
F (212) 344-5461 T (484) 883-3219 

SO ORDERED: 

DEC 15 2011 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

_ _  
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hei t ler, J .) 

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190184/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

XAVIER SCARDINO and ANITA SCARDINO 

~ ‘ X  

WHEREFORE, Defendant QCP, Inc., f/k/a Bakers Pride Oven Co., Inc., sued incorrectly 

as “Bakers Pride Oven Company”(“Bakers Pride”) hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Bakers Pride, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Bakers Pride, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 

A!.&& 1 ,2011 

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 
Attorneys+for Plainti-fs 
Xavier Scardino and Anita Scardino 
800 Third Avenue, 13‘h floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

MALABY g,  BRKDLEY, LLC 
Attorneys*for QPC, Inc., flhi’a Bakers Pride 
Oven Co., Inc. 
150 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

DEC 0 Y 2011 
SO ORDERED, Dated: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YOKK 

.. 

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 

(Heitler, J.) 

THIS DOCUMEN'I RELATES TO: 

PATRICIA CALAMARI 

Index No. 190186/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

._ 

WHEREFORE, Defendant QPC, Inc., f/Ma Bakers Pride Oven Co., Inc., sued incorrectly 

as "Bakers Pride Oven Company"("l3akers Pride") hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant Bakers Pride, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendant Bakers Pride, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs"q 

Dated: New York, New York 
November 22,201 1 

LEVY PHILLIPS ~ K O N I G S B E R G ,  LLY 
Attorneys, for Plaintif 
Patriciu Cklurnari 
800 Third Avenue, 1 3'h floor 
New York, New York 10022 
(2 12) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. SI- 

n 
F I L E D  1 

1 t DEC 2 2 2011 

MALABY & B-LEY, LLC 
Attorneys,for Q K ,  Inc., JWa Bakers Pride 
Oven Co., Inc. 
I50 Broadway, Suite 600 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 791-0285 

"-."+"." 

Dated: 
i e r rymin  Heitler U t G O Y  

,. 
20111 



This document relates to: 
EDWARD MCCARTHY 

NYCAL 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitla, S.) 

Index No.: 190185-10 

NO OPPOSSTPON 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Paeumo Ahcx LLC, hereby requests summay judgment in the 

above-enlttled casc, pursuant to Civil Praciice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

Plaintifl's coinplaint against defendant Pneuzno Abex LLC, with prejudice, there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross x=s dim ag LtEg 
del'endant Pneunio Abex LLC, be and are liereby dismissed with prejudice and with&Gogs2 ivEs 

Dalcd: New York, Ncw York OFI-IL L 
\ 

,/' 

Lcvy, Pliillips and Konigsbwg, LLP 
Attonleys lor Plaintiff 

New York, New York 10022 

Attorneys for Defendant, 

90 Broad Street. 4t11 Floor 
800 Third hvcnue-13'" Floor Pneumo Abex LLC 

(212) 605-6200 

SO ORDERED, .- 



Plaintiff(s), 
-against- 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al. 

Index No.: 190243/10 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter "GARDNER 

DENVER'), hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant 

GARDNER DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs to either party. 

i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

' & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1 100 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190318/10 

WILLIAM MENDEZ, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defcndant s. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafler (“WEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party, ?&I- 

Dated: 4 A‘T >rk ,2011 

Et 22zm e York New 

AL McCAMB 
Attorn& fobflaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain 
(888) 808-0428 

SINGER & M A H O m ,  LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York. NY 10022 L T O o  

3 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. S w y  Klein Heitler 



WHEREFORF, dcf'danta AMEC Conrtmdon Management, Ire. PAcMln) and 
Mom D i d  International, Ine, ("MDIP), hereby request summary judgment in the ab* 
entitled case, pursuant to Civil M c e  Lowv and Rules Section 32 t 2, didsaing PhinCifW 
Complaint @mt defendants, ACMI and MDII, With PFejudicc, and them baing no opposition 
t k o ,  

ORDERED, that u p  notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims ageinst 

defindants ACMI and the ~ a m e  are henby d i m i d  with prejudice and without 
costs. 

M - k d  

SO ORDERED 



-against- 
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION 

SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOI’ION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, Defendant GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “GARDNER 

DENVER”), hereby requests Suininary Judgnient in the abovc-cntitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Sections 32 12, dismissing plaintif%’ complaint against Defendant 

GARDNEK DENVER, with prejudice, and there being no oppovitian thercto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crass claims against 

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same ~ r c  hercby disrnisscd with prejudice and 

without costs to either part 

httorncys fur Plaintiff 
800 Third Avenue 
New Yurk, Ncw York 10022 

& MAHONEY, LTT). 
Attorneys fur Defcndant 
SSO Third Avenuc, Sui tc I 100 
New Yurk, New York IO022 

-+2+2)-6S 1-7500 

SO ORDERED. 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y0R.K 

Index No.: 190393/10 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

EDWIN PACHECO, 
Plaintiff( s), 

- against - 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., 

Defendants . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter (‘VEIL- 

MCLAIN”) hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Dated: 01 1 

10022 

SO ORDERED, 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

SEGAL McCAMB 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Aven-Suite 1100 





GIUSEPPE SEIDITA and JOSEPHINE SEIDITA, 

Plaintiff ( s ) ,  
-against - 

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a 
NATIONAL GRID, et al., 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No. : O N 9 0  CAZ 
NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY J U D M N T  
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL 

GRID (‘NATIONAL GRID”) , sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f / k / a  

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs‘ complaint: against defendant NATIONAL GRID with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and 

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are 

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated:- W k l v n .  New York 

F i d g e ,  E s q  
‘ l d % d  Uykman LLP 

rooklyn, NY 11201 
(718) 8 5 5 - 9 0 0 0  

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 

DEC 2 2 2011 

COUNTY CLERK’S OFFICE 
NEW YORK + ~- -.?e 

3 
-4 

I 



SUPREh;l[E COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

HOWARD E. MARTY and VIVIAN MARTY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 

ORDER 

WHEREFORE Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., 

Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company (improperly 

sued as Flowserve US, Inc., Individually and Solely as Successor to DUTCO, Durion; BW/IP, 

Anchor Darling, Superior Group, Pacific Pumps, Sier-Bath Pumps Edward Vogt, Vogt Valves, 

Nordstrom Valves, and Edward Valve, Inc.) (hereinafter "Flowserve US, Inc." or "defendant"), 

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law 

and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Flowserve US, Inc. with 

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant Flowserve US, Inc. be and the same are hereby disrnissedwth prejudice and without 

costs. 

DEC 2 2 2QSt 

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., 
solely as successor to Edward Valves, Inc., 
Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt VaIve 

and Vo t Valve Company B e Street, 24 Floor 
York, New York 10005 

SO ORDERED, 

1677380-1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

Index No.: 190043/11 
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

JOSEPH MARTIN, 
Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

AC and S, INC., (ARMSTRONG 
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY) et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN COMPANY, INC., hereinafter ("WEIL- 

MCLAIN") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 

Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil- 

McLain with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

Attorn&'& Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
(888) 808-0428 

/ I  I 

@lene N. Mege 
SEGAL McCA 
SINGER & M A I ~ ~ E Y ,  LTD. 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Weil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York. NY 10022 
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19006711 1 

- against - : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., and 
BLACKMER, et a1 

: JUDGMENT MOTION 

WHERFFORZE, defendant BLACKMRR, by its attorneys, Harris Beach PLLC, 
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil 
Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant 
BLACKMER with prejudice, and there being no oppositian thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all ca-defendants, all claims and cross claims 
against defendant BLACIUIIER be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 
without costs, * 

Dated: New York, New Yorlc 1 I / -  

New York, Nk 1 
(212) 558-5500 

SO ORDERED, 

HARRIS BEACH PLLP 
AttorneysForDefendant I L E 0 
BLACKMER 



NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler) 

RONALD SZAMATULSKI, 
Index No.: 11-190079 

Plaintiff, 

-against- 

AMERICAN OPTICAL COMPANY, et al., 

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION AND 
ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Metropolitan Life Insurance Company hereby request summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against 

defendant Metropolitan Life Inruranw Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition 
thereto, ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

defendants Metropolitan Life Insurance Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs. 
Dated: New York, New York 

N o v e m b e r 3  201 1 '- 7' 
\ 

EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. - 
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFFS 
360 Lexington Avenue 
20' Floor METROPOLITAN LIFE 
New York, NY 10017 
Phone: (2 12) 986-2233 

STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP 
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT 

INSURANCE COMPANY 
750 Seventh Avenue 
Suite 1800 
New Yo&, NY 10019 
Phone: (21 2) 506-3900 

-__ 
SO ORDERED, 

1 DEC 0 1  2011 

L- .. A 



HOAGLAND, LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 400 
NNVBRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WILTSEY'S MLL RD 
W T E  2G2 
HAMONTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190082/11 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

PAUL CRANE and ARLENE CRANE, 

against 

CRANE CO., et al., 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in tht 

sbove-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 

:omplaint against defendant, Frick Company, with prejudice, and there being no oppositiot 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains 

jefendant, Frick Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou 

:osts. F I L E D  
DATED: New Brunswick, NJ 

NNST ti DOUKAS, LLP 
4ttorneys for Defendant, 
-rick Company 
10 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
qew Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

$0 ORDERED: 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
Paul Crane and Arlene Cra 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
INRI3 NEWYORKCOUNTY j NYCAL 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION i I.A.S. Part30 
i (Heitler, J.) 

“‘HIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i IndexNo.: 19013L/ll 
BERNANRD BROWNE AND LOURDES 
BROWNE, 

Plaintiffs, 4 

4 

i NO OPPOSITION 

i MOTION AND ORDER 
-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

ALFA LAVAL, INC., et al., t * 4 

- -- . - . . -. - .. .- . . . 

Defendants. i 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Dap, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above 

entitled case., pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing plahtiffs’ complaht 

against defendant, Dap, hc., with prejudice in this action, and them being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Dap, hc., be and the a w e  are hereby dismissed with pxejudice and without costs. 

I 

DEC 2 2 2011 
! f 

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 

Attorney far Defendant 
Dap, Jnc. 

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Bernard Browne and Lourdes Browne 

360 Lexington Avenue 
New Yo& New Yark 10017 

MCGIVNEY 8t KLUGER, P.C. EARLY & STRAUSS, L E  

(212) 509-3456 (212) 986-2233 

SO ORDERED, 

06044451 

WOO9447 1-1 } 
DEC 0 9 2011 



HOKIAOLAFO. LONQO 
MORAN, DUNST 8, 

DOWKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
Pi2 BOX 4flO 
NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ 

SOUTH JERSEY 
MI WILTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 2M 
HAMMOWTON, NJ 

This Document Relates to: 

GEORGE ZACHMANN and ARLENE ZACHMANN, 

against 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

INDEX NO.: 190140/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et ai., 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321 2, dismissing plaintiffs 

complaint against defendant, Frick Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition 

thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsi 

defendant, Frick Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoul 

costs. 

DATED: New Brunswick, flJ 
i 1 / 1 f / I ]  

n 

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs, 
George Zachmann and Arlene Zachmann 
546 Fifth Ave, 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
Frick Company 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 

BX-GRASS-16 





HOAOLAND, LONG0 
MORAN. DUNST 8 
DOUKAS, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

NORTH JERSEY 
40 PATERSON ST 
PO BOX 480 
W B X W f V C K , N J  

SOUTH JERSEY 
701 WTSEY'S MILL RD 
SUITE 202 
HAMMOMTON, NJ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

HENRY E. APFELBAUM and JUDY APFELBAUM, 

against 

AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., et al., 

1.A.S Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

INDEX NO.: 190156/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corp., hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, York International Corp., with prejudice, and there being 

no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, York International Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
York International Corp. 
40 Paterson Street - PO Box 480 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

SO ORDERED: 

Henry E. Apfelbaum and Judy Apfelbaum 
546 Fifth Ave., 4th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

DEC 0 1 2011 Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190156/11 

HENRY APFELBAUM, 

Plaintiff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 

546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR 
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain 
(888) 808-0428 

Attorneys for Defendant 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, m- 
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

-> 

! NYCAL 
ASBESTOS LITIGATION j I.A.S. Part 30 

i (Heitler, J.) 

j Index No.: 190255/11 
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FERDINAND LINES and NEIDA LINES, 

i NO OPPOSITION 
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

Plaintiffs , 

-against- i MOTION AND ORDER 

A. 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. : 
Defendants. ~ 

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 0 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, 

and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: New Y k, New York 
,2011 f F / 

I -' 

Attorney for Defendant 
The Fairbanks Company 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

504-0796 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 

FERDINAND LINES and NEIDA LINES, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

A, 0 SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. 

Defendants. 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30 
(Heitler, J.) 

Index No,: 190255/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly please as Weir 

Valve and Controls USA, Inc.; hereinafter referred to as Atwood & Morrill, hereby requests 

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 5 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill, with prejudice in this 

action, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant, Atwood & Morrill, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without 

"IrkF' 
F I L E D 3  

costs. 

n New York 
,2011 EG: 2 2  a m  

?Laura B. ~ollm&%q. 
Attorney for Defendant 
Atwood & Morrill 
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 
New York, New York 10004 

Ferdinand Lines and Neida Lines 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10003 

(212) 509-3456 

SO ORDERED, 

963-0742 



NOVO 30,  2 0 1 1  1 2 : 4 0 P M  WEITZLUXENBERG 

G 

SUPREME COLJRT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW Y O K  

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

NO. 1 2 9 9  P. 1 

hela No.: 190270~ 1. 

._ 

THOMAS A. TRANFAGLTA, 
Flaineif€(S), 

- against - 

WEE,-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFOIRE, Dafmdant WELMCLAIN hereby re4uwts S u m m a ~ y  Judgment in the 

aboveentitled case, pursuant to Civil Prhce  Law &ad Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with ptejudice, and thm b&g no 

opposition thercta, 
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all o k  and m 6 s  olaims a g h t  

WEITZ P L T ~ E ~ E R G ,  P,C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiff 
700 Emadway 

, New Yo&, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Defmdant, W e i l - M c k  be and t h ~  same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costsr 
I 

to eitJwpzirty. ! / F I L E D  * . '  

Dated: a 2011 DEC 23 2; ;1  
New York, New York t 

SEGAL McCAMf3RIDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 
Attomtys for befadant 
Wcil-McLain 
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, 'My 10022 
(212) 651-7500 

BEG 0 9 20114 



f 

-. . . 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 
Index No.: 190270/11 

THOMAS A. TRANFAGLIA, 
Plainti ff(s), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 
-. - - - _ _  . - _  - . 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

.> -- .. . - - . ..-. . .- , .. ". . 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 

opposition thereto, 

ORDEFtED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be y d  th with prejudice and without costs 

to either party. 
I 

P DEC 2 2 2011 Dated: /a-/5- ,2011 
New york  New york COUNTY CLERK'S 

/ 

JG~%$L.' Buiine-. 
SEGAL McCAMBFUDGE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

i WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for the Plaintiff 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 

New York, NY 10022 
(212) 651-7500 . ,  

SO ORDERED, 



Defendant( s). 

2. ji ITg i% 
WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby reqm- summary jfi&gment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice LAW and Rules SeFtion 32@idism&ing $&tiffs' 
complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and t-being no o e i t i a n  
thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all codefendants, all claims a n % ~ o s & n s ~ . " i "  
defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby disrnis-i rejudice and 

B r n  s=,l;: 
o w  
0 P 

without costs. W 

~ 

LL i ,L I 
1 

Dated: New York, New York 

rzl g ,2 

-0afc1\ U\y7 b$ By: Evan L!. Browne, E&, 
EAUY,  LUDWICK, SWEENEY & \ AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN & 
STRAUSS, LLC DEUTSCH, LLP 
360 Lexington Avenue. 
New York, New York 10017 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
Russell J. Foreman And Dorothy H. Foreman 

Attorneys for Defendant 
Ford Motor Company 
600 Thid Avenue 
New York, New York 10016 
T: 212-593-6700 

SO ORDERED: 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: NYCAL 

MARK ROCK I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 1903 19/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFOE, defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 12, dismissing 

plaintiff's complaint against defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., with prejudice, and there 

being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

defendant CATERPILLAR, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 

without costs. 

Dated: ,201 1 

Pad Burshtyn, Esq. 

,. , 

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

9 

SO ORDERED, 

MARKS, O'NFJLL, O'BFUEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 
(914) 345-7301 



ROBERT MARCHESONA and RITA MARCHESONA INDEX NO: 190376/11 

WHEREFORE, defendant Armstrong International, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment 

in the above entitled action, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant 

Armstrong International, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

Ordered, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant 

Armstrong International Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: White Plains, New York \\\z 2011 

THOMAS Id. l3Eh EVENTANO 
La Sorsa & Beneventano 
Attorney for Defendant 

ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. 
3 Barker Avenue, White Plains, NY 1060 1 
Tel: (914) 682-3300 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
546 Fifth Avenue - 4* Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Tel: (212) 681-1575 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -- 

Plaintiffs, 
-against- 

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as 
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al. 

NYCAL 

Index No. 190393/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler 

WHEREFORE, defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 32 12, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against 

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Kaiser 

Gypsum Company, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. 

Dated: New York, New York 
I t ) O l / ( I  

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD AND SMITH LLP 
Attorn- for Defendant, G s e r  Gypsum Company Inc. 

7# Water Street, Suite 2100 OEC 2 2 2011 00 Broadway 

SO ORDERED: 

4824-8339-1 758.1 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION 
This Document Relates to: 

JOHN J. COTTER 

NYCAL 
I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.) 

Index No: 190393/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION AND ORDER 

WHEREFORE, defendant Caterpillar, Inc., hereby request summary judgment 

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, 

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Caterpillar, Inc. with prejudice, and 

there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims 

against defendant Caterpillar, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 

and without costs. 

Dated: 2-2 ,2011 c+?cz@=% 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff( s) 
700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10003 
(212) 558-5500 

Daw S. Henry, Esq. 

MARKS, O'MILL, O'BRIEN 
& COURTNEY, P.C. 
Attorneys for CATERPILLAR, INC. 
530 Saw Mill River Road 
Elmsford, New York 10523 

File No.: 1028.92592 

q5t& QMd,& 

(914) 345-7301 

SO ORDERED, 



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 

WALTER WIEBE, 
Plaintifqs), 

- against - 

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., 

Defendants. 

Index No.: 190407/11 

NO OPPOSITION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

MOTION 

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEE-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the 

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no 
opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against 

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs 

F I L E D  7 ,  
DLL 2 2  2Q" 4 

to either party. 

Dated: \ a b  ,2011 
New Y rk, New York 

Chris Rornanelli, Esq. 
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant 
New York, NY 10003 Wed-McLain 
(212) 558-5500 

SEGAL McCAMBRIDCE 
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD. 

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 
New York, NY 10022 

SO ORDERED, 



Index No.: 190422lXl 

Plain tiff, 
NO OPPQSITION SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTIaN AND 
ORDER 

- against - 
3M COMPANY, et al. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant, W B R O ,  INC. (“Hasbro”), hereby requests summary 

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 32 12, dismissing Plaintiffs 

Complaint against Defendant Hasbro with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, 

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 

Defendant Hasbro, be, and the same are, hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs, 

Dated: New York, New York 

Michael B. Sena, Esq. 
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONISBERG 
800 Third Avenur, 13th Floor 
New York, New York 10022 
Tel: (212) 605-6200 , Tel: (212) 471-8527 
Attorneys to Plaintiff 

HERZFELD & RUBIN, P.C. 
125 Broad Street 
New York, New York 1000 

Attorneys for Defendant 

3 FIL 4 
DEC 2 2 2g51 

-coM-Y CLEfl/*:’S f y,;FlcE I 
NEW YOFIK 

SO ORDERED: 


